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OLD TEMPLE BAR from a drawing by H. K. Rooke 


THE SHELTER 
OF THE GATE 


Heads of families are more than ever 
concerned as to the ultimate financial 
security and comfort of their depen- 
dants. They will therefore be 
interested in a modern method of 
protection which adds to the guaran- 
tee of a definite capital sum, facilities 
for its safe and remunerative invest- 
ment. The problem of the proper 
application of family capital is thus 
completely solved and the risk of 
unfortunate speculation by the inex- 
perienced in financial matters is 
entirely eliminated. 
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copies should be kept of all articles sent by writers who are not on 
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name of the writer. 
GENERAL HEADINGS. 


CURRENT TOPIOS .......+++ peccccece 307 New ORDERS, &c. 
THE AXE AND THE LAW ‘ | SOCIETIES 
THE AGENT OF AN THE THIRD REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE 
PRINCIPAL ON N ATIONAL E XPENDITU RE 323 
EXCEPTIONAL WAR MEASURES IN 
OccUPIED TERRITORY ... ee 
Res JUDICATEZ 
RST oo 
BOOKS OF THE WEEK .........++00+ 5 
IN PARLIAMENT ‘ 


COURT PAPERS .... oe oe 
WINDING-UP NOTICES ....... 6eseeee 825 
BANKRUPTCY NOTICES 


Cases gated this Week. 


Attorney-General v. Swan , 

Baker vy. Dalgleish Steam Shipping Co 

Dennis y. Hutchinson ; Trafford v. Hute sthinson 

In re Ionides : The London County & Westminster and Parr’s 


Bank v. Craies_... 

In re Rush: Wane v. Rush am 

Mowbray Robinson & Co. v. Rosser 

Murphy v. Hurly 

Re Penthyn’s Settlement : Penrhyn \ v. . Pennant ee 

Rex v. Frederick Harris; Rex v. Edwards; Rex v. " Alfred 
Jones; Rex vy. Wilkins oak oss 

Rex v. Monkman 


Current Topics. 
The Lord Chancellor in the City. 


Tue Crry or Lonpon Solicitors Company showed by its 
dinner on Tuesday night that, while the youngest of the City 
Companies, it lags no whit behind its seniors in the lavishness of 
its hospitality. The absence of Mr. LLoyp-GEoRGE was a dis- 
appointment, but at the present time an invitation to the Prime 
Minister, though accepted, has its risks. Lord BIRKENHEAD 
devoted his speech to matters which do not lend themselves to 
comment—the soundness of Government finance, and the 
superiority of sober statesmanship to journalistic stunts. 
Possibly he was a little oppressed by thg solemnity of the City, 
and his after-dinner oratory lacked the lighter touch which it 
has elsewhere. However, the Lord Chance or is always interesting, 
and though among lawyers he might perhaps have referred 


to his long series of projected law reforms—given a hint, for 
re-appearance of the Law 





instance, as to what is delaying the 
of Property Bill—his hearers were gratified to know that London 
still maintains its world superiority in finance, and that the 
Houses of Parliament, however much people attack them 

especially the House of Commons—in detail, are fundamentally 


sound. As we have said, these are matters outside our comment. 


Supreme Court and County Court Rules. 

WE prRINt elsewhere sets of Rules of the Supreme Court and 
the County Courts which came into operation on the Ist inst. 
In the R.S.C. Ord. 36, Rules 2 and 6 are annulled and new rules 
substituted. These changes are apparently suggested by the 
expiration on the 28th ult. of the Juries Act, 1918, which was 
to have effect during the continuance of the war and for six 
months thereafter. That severely restricted the right to trial 
by jury in civil cases, but me anwhile new provision as to juries 
has been made by s. 2 of the Administration of Justice Act, 1920, 
which came into operation on the expiration of the Juries Act, 
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1918. The new Rule 2 of Ord. 36 repeats the former provision 
that the normal mode of trial is to be without a jury, but renders 
this subject to the provisions of the Administration of Justice 
Act, and Rule 6 as to applications for a jury is re-drafted. 
Rule 6a, which depended on the Juries Act, 1918, is annulled. 
Similar provision is made as to juries in County Courts, and 
miscellaneous changes are made by both sets of rules. The 
provisions as to limiting the numbers of, or dispensing with, 
juries on inquests contained in the Coroners (Emergency Pro- 
visions) Act, 1917, and the Juries Act, 1918, s. 7, which expired on 
the 28th ult., have been extended to 31st December next by 
the Coroners (Emergency Provisions Continuance) Act, 1922, 
which has just been passed. 


A Veteran Law Reporter. 


THE DEATH of Mr. E. A. ScRaTCHLEY removes from the service 
of the law a veteran Law Reporter who had contributed, perhaps, 
a larger number of reported cases than any of his contemporaries. 
It is now nearly half a century since Mr. ScratcHLey began his 
career by reporting for the Law Times, and in that period he did 
much to maintain the character of that useful series of reports, and 
to insure the appearance in its pages of most of what was worth 
preserving. In the Court of Appeal he took a careful note of 
every case, and wherever the judges considered it necessary to 
reserve judgment, or to deliver a judgment of any length, he 
treated this as a sign that the case should be reported. The 
result was that many useful decisions got noted which otherwise 
would not have been preserved at all. A hard worker, although 
the victim of ill-health and domestic bereavement, Mr. ScRATCHLEY 
was a vigorous personality, and his character was shown in the 
frank expression of the opinions which he held dear. The sturdy 
individualism of his temperament was attested, too, by the 
plucky fight he made, in advancing years, against the most 
depressing of all diseases—an organic weakness of the heart 
which the sufferer well knows may bring death at any time. 


Judge-made Law. 

THE REFERENCE made by Lord Sumner in Palgrave, Brown 
and Sons v. Owners of s.s. Turid (Times, 28th February) to 
the effect of decisions either not reported at all, or not reported 
save in a newspaper, raises questions which have been much 
discussed in America and go to the root of the system of case 
law : what is the exact legal process which takes place when a 
judge gives a decision ; and what is the effect of an unreported 
decision ? The first question forms the subject of an interesting 
discussion in the late Professor Gray’s “ Nature and Sources of 
Law,” of which the second edition has just been issued (see 
pp. 98, et seg.). Do judges merely state law which has always 
existed ; or do they discover law which, indeed, existed, but 
whch they did not happen to know; or do they make law ? 
As to previous existence, Professor Gray asks what was the law 
of stoppage im transitu in the time of WILLIAM THE CoNQuEROR, 
or of the liability of telegraph companies in the time of Ricuarp I? 
Clearly the law has not had a perpetual antecedent existence. 
There must be a time when new circumstances call for new law, 
but at what stage does it emerge? Is it existing before the 
decision and only waiting to be discovered ; or is there no law 
until it is made by the decision ? Professor GRay says the latter 
is the view of reason and common-sense alike. He instances 
Rylands v. Fletcher (L.R. 3 H.L. 330) as making, with regard to 
liability for the escape of water, a rule which had no previous 
existence and which could not have been foretold with any 
certainty. The conclusion is that the judge makes the law, and 
this is embodied in the common phrase “ judge-made law.” 


Unpublished Decisions. 

Bur Ir THE judge’s decision makes the law, what happens if 
his decision is not published ? This may be either because the 
reporters have not thought fit to report it, or because—in accord- 
ance with a plan which seems to have been tried in America in 
order to lessen the burden of reports—only a memorandum of 





the decision is entered. But this makes no difference to the legal 
result : the decision has been given ; the law has been made. It 
only increases the difficulty of knowing what the law is—that is, 
it leaves the law uncertain. In the recent House of Lords case 
a question of the effect of an alleged custom on the interpretation 
of a contract had been decided in Holman v. Wade, only reported 
in The Times of the 11th May, 1877. But that has ever since 
been law unless overruled, and now it is adopted by the House 
of Lords. Lord SuMNER suggests that a series of “ Unnoticed 
House of Lords Cases ” might be compiled from the records of 
the House, which all courts would be bound to follow. Speaking 
in the House of Lords it was natural for Lord SUMNER to put the 
matter in this way. But in an article in the Central Law Journal 
of 19th March, 1920, on “* Unpublished Law,” by Mr. G. P. 
Garrett, of Florida, the same idea is applied to every judicial 
decision, however informal—within the area, that is, where it is 
binding, or, at any rate, for the court itself: “* If there is any 
virtue in the doctrine of precedents, the case is, so long as the 
memory of it abides with the particular bench, as definitely part 
of the tissue of the law of that state as if it had been handed 
down by formal opinion.” Suggestions have been made for 
dealing with the multiplication of reports by authorized selections, 
and, in effect, this course is followed here. Reporters treat 
certain cases as reportable and shun the rest. But as Lord 
SuMNER points out, and as is familiar in America, the law—or 
rather the lawyer—is always liable to be upset by a stray case 
gathered from some forgotten source. The article referred to 
above says that the remedy is a perfect digest system rather than 
less case law, and in this country we have to be thankful for 
“Mews” and the Imperial Digest. But the volume of our 
reports is slight compared with those of the United States, with 
its multitudinous series of Federal and State reports. 


The Treaty Charge on Enemy Property. 

UNDER THE principles of Internationa! law accepted in this 
country, a state of war, though it may suspend private rights in 
property and under contracts, and may in certain circumstances 
annul contracts, does not otherwise affect the private rights of 
individuals and on the conclusion of peace these rights remain 
intact. But among the results for which the recent Peace 
Treaties and their authors are responsible is a complete breach 
in this respect with the traditions of the past. This is the effect 
of Art. 297 (e) of the Treaty with Germany, and the corre- 
sponding Articles of the other Treaties, under which compensation 
payable by the late enemy countries is charged upon the property 
of their nationals in the claimant’s country, and Clause 1 (xvi) 
of the Treaty of Peace Order, 1919 (Germany), and the corre- 
sponding clauses of the other Treaties, by which the “ property, 
rights and interests” within the British Dominions belonging to 
ex-enemy nationals when the Treaty came into force are charged 
with this compensation. 


The Effect of the Charge on Forfeiture Clauses. 
THESE PROVISIONS have naturally raised questions in this 
country as to their effect on the property of German and other 
ex-enemy nationals, mainly with regard to the usual forfeiture 
clause inserted for the protection of life interests under wills 
and settlements, and there is a growing series of decisions by 
the Judges of the Chancery Division. The first seems to be 
Re Schiff (1921, 1 Ch. 149), where Russet, J., pointed out 
(at p. 157) that the effect of these provisions—which under the 
Treaty of Peace Act, 1919, and corresponding Acts became 
statutory—was that the property of a German national under 
the circumstances mentioned was taken away from him in 
every sense of the word. In that case the income of trust funds 
was specially limited, under a clause drawn in view of wart 
conditions, so as to cease on the Treaty charge taking effect ; 
hence that charge did not come into operation and the property 
devolved upon other beneficiaries who were not German nationals. 
But in most cases it is, as above stated, the ordinary forfeiture 
clause which has to be considered, and if an annuity or a life 
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interest is to cease on the happening of any event which would 
effect an alienation, voluntary or involuntary, then it is forfeited 
on the date of the Treaty charge taking effect ; that is, in the 
case of German nationals, 10th January, 1920, and of Austrians, 
16th July, 1920. But it is not forfeited ab initio by virtue 
of the retention by the trustees of the annuity or income as enemy 
property during the war, even though no order vesting it in the 
Custodian has been made under the Trading with the Enemy 
Amendment Act, 1914: Re Levinstein (1921, 2 Ch. 251). Hence 
accumulations during the retention go to the Custodian. 


Intermediate Income of Forfeited Interests. 


THE ABOVE CASES have settled the effect which the charge 
under the Treaties has on forfeiture clauses. In Re Chamberlain 
(1921, 1 Ch. 533) the main question was whether the life interest 
affected belonged to a “ German national” (see ante. p. 190); 
it was held that it did, and consequently it was forfeited, though 
the accumulation of income till 10th January, 1920, went to the 
Custodian. In Re Biedermann (1922, 1 Ch. 31), where the for- 
feiture clause was “ until he shall voluntarily or involuntarily 
alienate or incumber,” Astpury, J., relied on this special form 
as showing that the Treaty charge had not taken effect, 
but the distinction is very subtle. In Re Hallenstein (ante, 
p. 299) there was no doubt that the forfeiture had taken 
effect as from 10th January, 1920, and the question was 
whether the intermediate income was payable “by way of 
dividends ”’ within the meaning of s. 2 (1) of the Trading with 
the Enemy Amendment Act, 1914, and therefore went to the 
Custodian so as to effect a forfeiture as from the commencement 
of the Act; but Sareant, J., held that income payable by 
trustees to a beneficiary was not payable “‘ by way of dividends,” 
although it was paid out of dividends. And to conclude the 
list, which perhaps is not exhaustive, there is the decision of 
Russet, J., in Re Rush (reported elsewhere) where it was held 
that a reversionary interest under a settlement is within the 
phrase “ property, rights and interests” in the Treaty of Peace 
Orders, so that, if existing on 10th January, 1920, or other critical 
date, it is subject to the charge ; though if it was then an interest 
vested in the beneficiary only in default of appointment, and there 
has been an appointment subsequent to that date, the appointed 
interest is a new interest which is not subject to the charge: 
see Re Jackson's Will (13 Ch. D. 187); Lovett v. Lovett (1898, 
1 Ch. 82). And the decision of the same judge in Favorke v. 
Steinkopff (1922, 1 Ch. 174), where it was held that income 
payable by trustees in this country was property situate here, 
notwithstanding that it proceeded from bonds which were situate 
abroad. 


The suspension of Grand Juries. 


A VERY REMARKABLE technical point, which will remind 
students of legal history of the old “ capital felony” days, 
when the most extraordinary technicalities might make the 
difference of life or death to a pickpocket, was taken before the 
Court of Criminal Appeal in Rex v. Hector Alan McLain and 
Matthew Barr (Times, 21st inst.). In these cases the two 
defendants had been convicted of assault, and sentenced to 
four months’ hard labour each, after a second trial; in the first 
trial the jury had disagreed. The appellants had been committed 
for trial by the Slough Justices shortly before 21st October, 1921, 
when an indictment against them was presented at Buckingham- 
shire Quarter Sessions. At that date the Grand Jury Suspension 
Act was in force, and therefore there was no true bill either 
required or found by a Grand Jury. At the trial the petty jury 
disagreed, and the prisoners were re-tried at the next Quarter 
Sessions, which were held on 2nd January. Meanwhile the Grand 
Jury Suspension Act had expired on 23rd December. No new 
indictment was preferred, nor was the old indictment sent to a 
Grand Jury. The prisoners were tried under it and convicted. 
The point taken by the defence was that the power to try the 
prisoners without first obtaining a “ true bill” expired on 
23rd December, and that therefore the subsequent proceedings 





were a complete nullity. This kind of technicality is a very 
difficult one to answer in petto; but the Court of Criminal 
Appeal refused to give effect to it because of the following logical 
chain of reasoning. On 2lst October, 1921, there was before 
Quarter Sessions a valid indictment against the prisoners which 
they could then try, and indeed were bound to try, unless a nolo 
prosequt was entered by the Attorney-General. They tried this 
indictment, but did not succeed in disposing of it, because of the 
jury’s disagreement. The indictment, therefore, remained in 
existence and required to be dealt with. The Court adjourned 
the disposal of it until 2nd January, having an inherent power to 
adjourn their proceedings: see R. v. Keen (10 Q.B. 928). Now, 
had the transaction been completed by a verdict before the Grand 
Jury Suspension Act expired on 23rd December, it is clear that 
it would have been a “ past transaction,” and, therefore, not 
affected by the expiry of that Act. The whole transaction, here, 
was not completed, and therefore not “a past transaction ” 
at that date. But the finding of a triable libellum of indictment 
had been completed by that date; this was therefore “ a past 
transaction’; and therefore it was not repealed by the expiry 
of the Act. It follows that, on 2nd January, the Court must be 
taken to have had before it a valid indictment, not affected by the 
Order in Council which repealed the Grand Jury Suspension Act 
(some weeks before it would have expired automatically), and 
therefore the second trial was valid. 


Past and Closed Transactions. 


THE REASONING thus adopted by the Court of Criminal Appeal 
in Rex v. Hector Alan McLain and Matthew Barr (supra), seems 
certainly a very neat way of getting rid of a troublesome question. 
But this mode of resolving a proceeding into a series of steps, 
some of which may have been taken under a statute repealed 
at the date of the trial, and yet nevertheless valid as “ past and 
closed transactions,” is obviously a somewhat dangerous one 
to apply in practice. The general rule seems to be that a 
transaction which is not yet completed as a whole, when the 
statute repeals the powers to dispose of it, must be regarded as a 
present continuing transaction, not a past transaction, and 
therefore is not impliedly excepted from the effect of the repeal : 
R. v. Mawgan (8 A. & E. 496); R. v. Denton (18 Q.B. 761). It is 
true that in both the cases just cited, the Court was deprived 
by the repeal of the power to adjudge in the class of cases before 
it, whereas here the Court possessed the power at common law, 
and continued to possess it after the repeal. But this seems to 
overlook the point that at common law the power of the Court 
to try indictments was cakiest to a condition precedent, 
namely, the finding of a bill by a Grand Jury. The power to try 
indictments which do not satisfy this condition was one given 
for the first time by the repealed statute, and subsequently 
taken away by the repealing Order in Council. Therefore the 
analogy seems sound, and the reason given by the Court of 
Criminal Appeal seems too fine a ground for distinguishing these 
cases. As an alternative, the Lord Chief Justice suggested that 
the Interpretation Act, 1890, validates uncompleted transactions 
as well as completed ones on the repeal of the statute under which 
they have occurred, but no words in the Act seem to go so far 
as this. Perhaps the best defence of the decision is that 
technicalities of this kind ought not to be unduly encouraged by 
the Courts. 


Appeals to the Secretary of State. 

Ir 1s Nor often that the right of appeal in a matter of judicial 
administration goes to the Secretary of State; yet this is the 
result of s. 34 (2) and (3) of the Criminal Justice Administration 
Act, 1914, as applied by the Divisional Court in Rex v. Secretary 
of State for Home Affairs (ante, p. 285). The Standing Joint 
Committee of the County of Essex were paying to the petty 
sessional clerk to the justices of Tendring a salary of £252, after- 
wards increased to £500. In 1919 the clerk applied for a further 
increase on the grounds of additional work, additional expenses, 
and the fall in the value of money during the war. Formerly, it 
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should be stated, justices’ clerks were paid by court fees, but a 
series of statutes have altered this; and finally the Criminal 
Justice Administration Act of 1914 left the assessment of salary 
to the Standing Joint Committee, subject to an appeal to the 
Home Secretary where the Committee has “ fixed ” or “ varied ” 
the salary. The Committee refused the clerk’s application for an 
increase, whereupon he appealed to the Secretary of State, who 
ordered that the salary be increased to £600. The Committee 
moved for a writ of Certiorari to remove the appeal into the High 
Court and quash it, on the grounds that (1) they had neither 
“ fixed” nor“ varied” the salary ; (2) there was no decision of 
theirs which could be appealed against ; and (3) the order of 
the Home Secretary was ultra vires. On the highly technical 
construction of various sections and sub-sections in the Act, the 
Divisional Court held that the Home Secretary’s order was intra 
vires and allowed the increase. But the point of interest is the 
existence of such an appeal in a Criminal Procedure Act. 


Prisoners in the Dock. 

SoME suRPRISE has been felt at the action of Mr. Justice 
HorrinGE in refusing to recognize the right of a prisoner to be 
seated, if he so desires, while undergoing trial. Of course, while 
an accused person is being arraigned, or is addressing the court, 
or is undergoing sentence, it is right that he should show proper 
respect to the judge by standing up, as do counsel and witnesses ; 
and no one has ever suggested the contrary. But the rule of 
modern judges is to allow prisoners to be seated at all other times ; 
the request is instantly granted when made, and usually the 
prisoner is not compelled to make such a request at all. But 
it is really only the principle which is in question, not the 
application of it, for the learned judge allowed the prisoner to be 
seated as soon as it appeared that the trial would be prolonged. 


The Resignation of the Lord Chief Justice. 

Arrer, at AN advanced age, filling for nearly a year the 
office of Lord Chief Justice with the dignity, courtesy and 
learning worthy of its high traditions, Lord TrREverHin has 
resigned, and his resignation has been accepted. 


Erratum. 
A correspondent informs us that at p. 293 (Feb. 25)— 
Five guinea” piece, line 1, and two “ guinea” piece, line 3, 
should be five ‘‘ pound” piece and two “ pound ” piece.” 








The Axe and the Law. 
THE LAND REGISTRY OFFICE. 


Tue third report of the Geppes Committee—in full, the 
Committee on National Expenditure—includes the Committee’s 
review of the expenses of the Legal Departments. The Land 
tegistry Office was referred to in the Second Report, but the 
Committee found that it was carried on upon a self-supporting 

The audited expenditure 
for 1913-14 was given as £37,282; the estimate for 1921-22, 
£132,684, and provisional estimate for 1922-23, £107,780. The 
receipts are not given, but there is an estimated surplus for the 
current year of about £22,000. Of course, the Department has 
benefited by the increased sales of house property, owing to 
housing shortage and rent restriction, and the breaking-up of 
large estates, and while the staff and expenses have largely 
increased, the revenue appears to have increased proportionately. 


rn 


I'he following figures show the cases dealt with in 1913 and 1921 : 


basis, and made no recommendation. 


1913. 1921. 

Land Transfer Acts 31,031 57,835 
Middlesex Deeds 38,726 50,643 
Land Charges 39,823 59,577 
109,580 168,055 





THE TREASURY SOLICITOR’S DEPARTMENT. 

The legal services form the subject of Part IX of the 
Third Report (pp. 15-29), and are dealt with in seven chapters, 
the two last being given to Scotland. The five chapters for 
England discuss; (1) Law Charges; (2) Miscellaneous Legal 
Expenses; (3) the Supreme Court of Judicature; (4) the 
Public Trustee ; and (5) the County Courts. The first relates 
to the expenditure in connection with the Law Officers, Public 
Prosecutor and Treasury Solicitor. The audited expenditure 
in 1913-14 was £83,246 ; the net estimate for 1921-22, £251,800 ; 
and the provisional net estimate for 1922-23, £240,528. The 
number of persons employed was on Ist August, 1914, 106; 
for 1st April, 1922, it is estimated at 250. The increase is mainly 
due to the increase in work in the Treasury Solicitor’s department. 
The cases submitted to the Treasury Solicitor in 1914 were 
3,730; in 1920-21, 7,747; and the cases submitted to the Law 
Courts Branch rose from 330 to 1,333; while the number of 
cases inquired into by the King’s Proctor rose from 894 to 2,698, 
and the interventions from 22 to 141. The increase in the work 
of the Department (other than in divorce) appears to be largely 
due to cases arising out of the war and the increasing complexity 
of Government business. The Committee consider that the 
increase in the estimates is justified, but they object to the 
expenses of the King’s Proctor. These have risen from £7,000 
before the war to some £20,000, and the Committee suggest 
that £12,000 should be enough. We presume they had before 
them the figures shewing the increase in divorce business, though 
these are not mentioned in the Report. It is, of course, matter of 
common knowledge. Before the war, the usual term figure was 
between three and four hundred. The first considerable increase 
was to 935 at Michaelmas, 1918; then at Michaelmas, 1919, 
2,025; Michaelmas, 1920, 2,628 ; but after the judicial efforts 
of last summer it sank for Michaelmas, 1921, to 1,014. This, 
of course, is mainly due to Poor Persons procedure, and the figures 
may be increased when provincial divorce trials are commenced. 
Presumably the increase in divorce means corresponding increase 
in the work of the King’s Proctor, so that the increase in expense 
seems to be sufficiently accounted for, and the suggested reduction 
would probably prevent the work being done on its present 
basis. Whether that basis is a sound one, and whether inter- 
ventions often have unfortunate results, is a question into which 
we need not enter. 

THE SUPREME COURT. 

We need only just refer to the Miscellaneous Legal Expenses ; 
indeed, there is here no increase. The audited expenditure for 
1913-14 was £48,572, and the provisional estimate for 1922-23 
is £46,894. Since this includes the new work of the War Com- 
pensation Court, and the Official Arbitrators under the Acquisition 
of Land Act, there must, the Committee point out, have been 
reductions elsewhere. One item which passes without comment 
is the grant of £1,900 to the Law Society towards the expenses of 
carrying out its statutory duties. We print elsewhere an extract 
from Chapter IIl- of the Report relating to the Supreme Court 
of Judicature. The expenditure specially voted on this head 
has risen from £322,712 in 1913-14, to a provisional estimate of 
£429,680 for 1922-23. This includes the Lord Chancellor’s 
Department, but not the salaries of the judges which are borne 
on the Consolidated Fund. It includes also the war item of 
£66,450 for the Pensions Appeals Tribunals. The estimated 
strength of the staff—950 on Ist April next—shows only a slight 
increase over the number in August, 1914, and such increase 
as there is, is mainly in the Probate and Divorce Registry, and in 
the Poor Persons department. But the above figures are not 
representative of the entire expense. They do not include the 
receipts from stamps, and, moreover, there are further items in 
connection with the administration of justice which are borne 
on other votes. The following appears to show the totals of 
receipts and expenditure (see pp. 17 & 19) :— 





1913-14. 1920-21. 
Receipts .. .. £489,778 £639,094 
Expenditure ee 653,313 1,002,369 
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As regards possible reductions and balancing, the Committee 
refer to the new scale of fees which, since the Report was prepared, 
has been brought into operation under the Supreme Court Fees 
Order, 1922; and they suggest that economies may be effected 
by concentrating District High Court Registrarships in the hands 
of the County Court Registrar when he is a full-time Civil Servant ; 
also in a similar concentration of District Probate Registries ; 
and there is the time-honoured suggestion for the saving at once 
of expense and judges’ time by cancelling Assize towns where 
little or no business is done. The Committee claim the Lord 
Chancellor as being in sympathy with the change. They might 
also have referred to the Report of the Royal Commission on 
delay in the King’s Bench Division of 1913, where the want of 
harmony between historic arrangements and modern conditions 
was emphasized. 

THE PUBLIC TRUSTEE AND THE LAND VALUATION 
OFFICE. 

The Public Trustee seems to suffer most at the hands of the 
Committee. It will be remembered that in his report last year 
he showed a deficiency on the year’s working of £114,890, but he 
claimed that if the new rate of fees had been in force throughout 
the year it would have been reduced to some £60,000. In fact, 
the office has had the benefit of the Enemy Property work, which 
appears to have been very profitable, and to have turned the 
deficit into a surplus. The figures on which the Committee 
worked appear to have been based on the new rate of fees, and 
the deficit on the Public Trustee work alone is put down at an 
estimate of £70,000 for 1921-22, and (provisionally) £61,000 for 
1922-23. But the Public Trustee is hopeful of being able to 
modify those figures. He expects to reduce the estimated 
deficiency for 1921-22 to £50,000, and for 1922-23 to eliminate 
the deficit of £61,000 “ by a reduction of expenditure, provided 
there is a reasonable intake of new business.” But he bars any 
further increase of fees. This would only drive away business, 
and would increase, rather than reduce, the present deficit. And 
an improved financial position appears to be essential if the Office 
is to survive, for the Committee intimate that a State subsidy 
should not be given “ to a Department which renders legal 
services to private individuals.” Accordingiy they recommend 
that the Public Trustee should be allowed a year in which to show 
that he can effect such reductions of expenditure as will enable 
him to show a proper equilibrium between expenditure and 
revenue. We may mention here, too, the Land Valuation Office, 
which is dealt with in the Report under “ Inland Revenue ” 
(p. 35). It is pointed out that with the repeal of the Land Value 
Duties the main reason for setting up the Office has disappeared, 
but the Inland Revenue Commissioners desire to keep it on foot 
for the purpose of death and other duties ; moreover—though 
the Report does not notice this—it is utilized for valuation work 
by the Post Office and other Departments. Accordingly, the 
Report does not recommend its abolition, but the allowance of a 
maximum sum of £350,000, and that no vacancies should be filled 
up until the policy of the Government on the question of the 
management of Government land and valuation has been 
determined. 

THE COUNTY COURTS. 

The administrative arrangements for county court work 
formed the subject of inquiry before the Committee appointed 
by the Lord Chancellor, of which Mr. Rigspy Swirr —now 
Mr. Justice Swirt—was Chairman, and which reported at the 
end of 1920 (65 Sox. J., pp. 184, 201). That Report, like the 
present Report of the GEppEs Committee, emphasized the decline 
in County Court business which was the result of the war, but it 
also dealt with the remuneration and status of clerks employed 
by the registrars and made suggestions for improving their 
position ; in particular for giving them the advantages of State 
service. County Court clerks are, it was pointed out, “ in reality 
and substance concerned in the service of the State, and not in 
the business of a private employer,” and the Committee reported 


that the time had come to review the whole system of remunera- 
tion of the subordinates in the staffs of the Courts from the 





standpoint of the present position of the Courts. The present 
Report states that for the years 1921-22 there is a deficit of 
£278,000, and observes that there are only two ways of redressing 
the balance : (1) an increase of fees, and (2) a reorganization of 
the staff. As to the first point, it is noticed that the County 
Court Fees Committee is still sitting, and therefore no recom- 
mendation is made as to fees generally. The Committee was 
appointed by the Lord Chancellor last June with Sir MALcoLm 
MACNAGHTEN as Chairman, and it includes Judge Toptmn and 
Mr. A. C. PEAKE. Presumably it will advise an increase in fees 
similar to that recently made in the Supreme Court. But the 
recommendation is made that fees should be charged in Workmen’s 
Compensation Cases, in respect of which no fees are now levied 
previous to the award, and since it involves additional payment to 
registrars there is a net loss to the Exchequer. As regards the 
reorganization of staff, reference is made to the changes, already 
made or pending, in the re-arrangement of courts and districts, 
and it is stated that the general question of the remuneration 
and status of registrars, clerks and bailiffs is awaiting the transfer 
of the whole administration of the County Courts and the Finance 
Staff to the Department of the Lord Chancellor. This is to be 
effected almost immediately. At present the financial side is 
under the control of the Treasury. Pending these changes, the 
Committee do not recommend any reduction in the estimate, but 
they recommend that steps should be taken at the earliest possible 
moment to restore the financial position and to reorganize the 
staffing of the County Courts, in view of the great dislocation 
caused by the war in a system, which was, long before the war, 
archaic and unbusinesslike. 


CONCLUSION. 


It will thus be seen that the “cuts” suggested by the 
Committee are comparatively few, and, indeed, the saving which 
is required to restore the financial position of the country and 
ease the burdens alike of trade and of private incomes cannot 
be expected to be found inthe administration of justice. That 
has never been a great spending Department and its expenses 
have been kept as low as possible. Even the judges have not 
obtained the benefit of increased remuneration which has been 
granted so lavishly in the case of other public officials. The 
economies suggested are confined to the King’s Proctor, to 
District Registrarships, and to the rearrangement of Assize 
business ; and there is the warning given to the Public Trustee. 
As regards Scotland, it is recommended that steps should be 
taken, at the earliest possible date, to increase, as in England, the 
existing scale of Court Fees, and it is suggested that a rearrange- 
ment of judicial business should be made so as to reduce the 
number of Judges, which is regarded as excessive compared with 
England. “To each million of the population England has 
1 Judge, 1 Master, and 14 County Court Judges ; Scotland has 
24 Judges and 13 Sheriffs.” But this is on the basis of 38 High 
Court Judges in England. Where does the figure come from ? 
Judges of first instance number 25. Presumably the term 
“ High Court ” is a mistake, and there are included also the Lord 
Chancellor, 6 Lords of Appeal, and 6 Lords Justice of Appeal. 
Considering that there was no lawyer on the Committee—only 
“business men ”—the minuteness of their survey of the Legal 
Departments bears striking testimony to the thoroughness of 
their methods—a thoroughness which presumably characterizes 
the rest of the report as well. 


,’ 





Mr. Robert Lock, M.A., of Lansdowne-house,Tenby, Pembroke, solicitor, 
J.P. for the county, for some years clerk to the Tenby Justices, and Pro- 
vincial Grand Master of Mark Masons for South Wales, formerly secretary of 
the Otter Hunt and of the Tenby Hunt Week, in his day a well-known 
runner representing Cambridge University, who died on 10th December 
last, aged 75, left unsettled property of the gross value of £39,357, with 
net personalty £26,532. The testator left: £200 to the Tenby Cottage 
Hospital, on trust for the benefit of the Lock free bed ; £100 to the Tenby 
Charity Trustees on trust to distribute the income each year among the 
five oldest male and the five oldest female pensioners; and to his son and 
daughter as heirlooms various articles presented to him by Tenby Hunt 
Week, Tenby Justices, and other bodies, 
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The Agent of an Undisclosed 
Principal. 

Ir is fairly well-settled law that the agent of an undisclosed 
principal undertakes personal liability for contracts he makes 
on behalf of that principal, whereas the agent of a disclosed 
principal only becomes personally liable where either (1) he signs 
the document himself, without expressly signing as agent only ; 
or (2) the principal is a foreign principal ; or (3) the transaction 
is del credere, i.e., one in which the agent, by custom, warrants 
in whole or in part the solvency of his principal, e.g., a stock- 
broker who sells for a client. Even in these three cases the 
liability of the agent may be expressly and impliedly rebutted 
by some arrangement to the contrary (Bowstead, Agency, 
pp- 10-30). But the application of this elementary rule is not 
always so simple in practice as in theory—hence the difficulty 
of such cases as Farncombe v. Sperling & Co. (Times, 8th ult.), 
which occupied the attention of Mr. Justice CoLERIDGE for seven 
days at the beginning of the present term. Here the plaintiffs 
claimed from the defendants, a well-known firm of merchant- 
bankers, the sum of £41,346, being the price of certain shares 
in Baldwins, Limited, which the defendants had agreed to purchase 
at £3 a share. The defence was that although Messrs. SrerLina 
& Co. had signed the contract to purchase in their own name, 
yet they did so merely as agents, a fact which—it was contended 
—appeared from the documents and the verbal arrangements 
between the parties. 

The defendants had sent out a circular letter to holders 


of the shares in question, in these terms : 

“ Dear Sirs.—In reference to the negotiations which have taken 
place between us, we request you to communicate our offer to the 
holders of ordinary shares, as follows: We are prepared to purchase 
their holding of ordinary shares at the price of 60s. per share, to be 
paid against certificates properly executed and transferred on 30th 
June next... The soceptance of the offer on the form annexed 
overleaf, addressed to us, must be sent to the Secretary of the Compan 
in the enclosed envelope, to reach us not later than 15th April. We 
reserve our right to withdraw this offer if the holders of 51 per cent. 
of the ordinary shares in your company shall not have notified their 
acceptance of our offer by that date.” 


The plaintiff accepted this offer and sent in his signed acceptance 
in the manner indicated by this letter and within the time 
limited. The offer was not withdrawn, and the question 
arose whether the defendants, as signatories of the letter of 
offer, became personally liable. The negotiations referred to 
were & prior arrangement between Messrs. Speriina and the 
directors of Baldwins, Limited, that the former should make 
an offer for the shares to the shareholders, and that the latter 
would recommend it; this appeared from a document of 23rd 
February, whereas the circular was sent out on 15th March, 1920. 

As a matter of fact, Spertina & Co. were really the agents or 
the nominees of the Northumberland Shipping Company, who 
were the actual prospective purchasers of the shares: but this 
fact was not disclosed to the plaintiff. The latter looked to 
Srerinc & Co.,the signatories of the circular,as the real principals. 
The question, therefore, arises whether the circumstances of 
the transaction, e.g., the fact that Spertina & Co. were merchant- 
bankers and were well known to act on behalf of clients in financial 
transactions, were such as to displace the presumption that the 
signatory of a contract, who does not sign expressly as agent, 
must be held to be the principal and liable as such, or should be 
assumed to be only an intermediary. Mr Justice CoLerIpGE 
decided in favour of the former view, rejecting the suggestion 
of a collateral verbal contract between the parties that the 
Northumberland Shipping Company were to be deemed the 
principals. Although the facts were complicated, this seems the 
correct view. But as solicitors sometimes act in a similar capacity 
for clients, the case suggests the necessity of making their position 
as agents clear in any such transaction. 





A Reuter’s message from Washington, of 27th February, says: The 
Foreign Relations Committee of the Senate has reported favourably on the 
general Far Eastern and Chinese Tariff Treaties. This completes the 
Committee's consideration of the Treaties concluded at the recent Armament 
Conference. 





Exceptional War Measures in 
Occupied Territory. 


[COMMUNICATED. ] 


Tue Anglo-German Mixed Arbitral Tribunal recently decided 
that they had no jurisdiction to entertain a claim for compensation 
arising out of the appointment in Belgium, during the German 
occupation, of a compulsory administrator of the banking account 
in that country of a British national. There is no appeal against 
this decision, but it may nevertheless not be unprofitable to 
consider the whole position. 

Article 297 (£) of the Treaty of Peace with Germany, briefly 
summarised, provides that the Nationals of the Allied Powers 
shall be entitled to compensation in respect of damage or injury 
inflicted upon their property, rights, or interests by the applica- 
tion of exceptional war measures, as defined by paragraphs | and 3 
of the Annex thereto. No difficulty as to the application of this 
provision arises where the property, rights, or interests affected 
were locally situate in Germany, but the German authorities 
contended that the Mixed Arbitral Tribunal entrusted with the 
determination of the amount of the compensation, has no 
jurisdiction where the property, rights, or interests were situate 
in occupied territory, in which case, it was suggested, reparation 
is claimable under Part VIII of the Treaty, and is assessable by 
the Reparation Commission. This contention was apparently 
based principally upon the actual wording of Article 297 (E), and 
secondarily upon the provisions of paragraph 9 of the first Annex 
to Part VIII, and the result which follows from the decision is of 
considerable practical importance; for whereas compensation 
under Article 297 (£) is charged upon the property of German 
Nationals in the possession of the claimant’s state, and is 
assessable by the Mixed Arbitral Tribunal, reparation is to be 
determined by the Reparation Commission, and is apparently 
subject to payment within thirty years. 

The German authorities urged that Article 297(E),as is recognized 
by a Memorandum of 6th July, 1921, from the Reparation 
Commission to the Kriegslasten Kommission, refers only to 
damage sustained within the German frontiers, and a casual 
consideration of the section might seem to bear out this view, 
for the English text runs as follows :— 

‘The Nationals of Allied and Associated Powers shall be 
entitled to compensation in respect of damage or injury 
inflicted upon their property, rights or interests, including any 
company or association in which they are interested, in German 
territory as it existed on August 1, 1914, by the application 
either of the exceptional war measures or measures of transfer 
mentioned in paragraphs 1 and 3 of the Annex hereto.” 

Hence it would appear that the words “in German territory 
as it existed on August 1, 1914’ qualify “ property, rights, and 
interests’ as well as ‘‘ any company or association in which 
they are interested.’’ A reference, however, to the French text 
(which according tothe provision immediately following Article 440, 
is equally authentic) shows that grammatically the words 
‘“‘in German territory” qualify only the words immediately 
precedihg (i.e., ‘‘ including any company or association in which 
they were interested’), and that this must have been the 
intention of the framers of the Treaty results from a careful 
consideration of the cases which Parts VIII and X were 
respectively designed to meet. ° 

It may safely be assumed that the Treaty was not intended 
altogether to exclude compensation for damage or injury resulting 
from exceptional war measures taken in occupied territory, for 
the Treaty was in a sense imposed on Germany, and it would be 
absurd to contend that while she was made liable for measures 
taken within her frontiers, where she undoubtedly had the legal 
right to impose them, she was to escape liability for similar 
measures taken in territory where she had no legal or moral 
right to legislate. This difficulty seems to be felt by the German 
authorities, inasmuch as they argued that a liability was in fact 
incurred, but that it is regulated by Part VIII of the Treaty. 
Unless, therefore, it can be shown that Part VIII is in fact 
applicable, it would follow that unless the German Government 
is to escape liability altogether, the provisions of Article 297 (E) 
must take effect. The provisions of Parts VIII and X obviously 
do not apply to the same subject matter; they are not 
alternative, but complementary. Part VIII deals exclusively 
with what may be termed acts of warlike aggression, while 
Part X refers to economic matters. By Article 231 Germany accepts 
the responsibility, as having caused them, for the loss and damage 
suffered by the Allies and their Nationals in consequence of the 
war which was imposed upon them by Germany’s aggression. 
The Allies recognise (Article 232) that Germany’s resources are not 
sufficient to provide for the complete reparation of all these 
losses and damages. The Allied Governments, however, require 
that all damage caused by such aggression by land, sea, or air 
to the civil population of each of the Allied Powers, and to their 
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perty during the period of such power’s belligerency, and 
nerally all damage as defined in Annex I, shall be made good. 

By Article 233, the amount of damages for reparation due by 

Germany was to be determined by a Reparation Commission, whose 

findings were to be drawn and notified to Germany by Ist May, 

1921, and concurrently the Commission was to present a schedule 

of payment for securing and discharging the entire obligation 

within thirty years. It may be noted, incidentally, that the 
amount of damages was to be ascertained and notified by Ist May, 

1921, so that apparently any claim not included in the com- 

putation would be irrecoverable. Seeing that in many cases 

of exceptional war measures taken in occupied territory, 
particulars were not available until after Ist May, 1921, and that 
in other cases where claims were lodged with the Clearing Office 
in respect thereof under Article 297 (E), they were not contested by 

Germany until long after the above date, it is hard to believe that 

claimants are to be excluded from compensation altogether as 

would be the case if Part VIII were applicable. 

Articles 235 to 241 are all so framed as to shaw that they 
were aimed at reparation for Germany’s aggressive acts, and in 
particular Article 238 provides that Germany is to make 
restitution of cash taken away, seized or sequestrated, and of 
animals, objects, and securities seized or sequestrated, where 
they can be identified in German territory. This clearly points 
to manual seizure, as contrasted with notional seizure, and the 
difference is clinched by Article 242 which enacts that Part VIII 
of the Treaty is not to apply to property, rights, and interests 
dealt with by Part X. 

The definition of the damage intended to be compensated 
under Part VIII is contained in the first Annex thereto. There 
are in all ten paragraphs, of which, with one exception, none 
could by any possibility apply to notional seizure under an 
exceptional war measure. The one possible exception is 
paragraph 9, which includes ‘‘ damage in respect of all property, 
‘wherever situated ... which has been carried off, seized, 
“injured, or destroyed by the acts of Germany on land, on sea, 
“or from the air, or damage directly in consequence of the 
“hostilities or of any operation of war.’ If this is to be so 
read as to include notional seizure by exceptional war measures, 
then it would apply not only to occupied countries, but also to 
Germany, by reason of the words ‘‘ wherever situated,’’ and 
Article 297 (E) becomes of no effect, notwithstanding Article 242. 
In short, paragraph 9 applies either generally and to all cases of 
notional seizure, or to none, and it is obvious on consideration 
of the context that it was never intended to apply otherwise 
than to actual manual taking away. 

All the remaining Annexes to Part VIII prove conclusively 
that such part relates, not to legislative or administrative 
measures, but to military aggression. 

Turning to Part X of the Treaty, the only possible argument 
against the thesis.here advanced is to be found in the concluding 
sentence of paragraph 1 to the Annex to Section IV, but the true 
effect of such sentence is to provide, not that Articles 297 and 
298 are wholly inapplicable to exceptional war measures taken ia 
occupied territory, but that the provisions of that paragraph 
do not apply, so that the exceptional war measures mentioned 
therein, taken in occupied territory, are not confirmed, but are 
avoided. 

The exceptional war measures to which Articles 297 and 298 
and the Annex apply, are defined by paragraph 3 of the Annex, and 
the definition includes measures of the nature referred to, 
wherever taken. If ‘‘ exceptional war measures ’”’ means legis- 
lative, judicial, or administrative measures, wherever taken, 
then Article 297 (£), which gives the right to compensation 
for the measures defined by paragraphs 1 and 3 of the Annex, must 
be applicable to measures taken in occupied territory, and the 
contention of the German Government goes. That Article, in 
fact, does contain a provision adapted to meet the case, whereas, 
as shown above, Part VIII contains no such provisions. 

The objection on grammatical grounds, raised against the 
application of this Article, loses what little force it might other 
wise possess when it is noted that in Sub-clause (F) a specific 
reference is made in suitably clear terms to restitution of property 
subject to a measure of transfer taken in German territory, 
from which it follows that restitution does not apply in the case 
of property transferred in occupied territory; and secondly, 
that by Sub-clause (H) the net proceeds of sale of enemy property, 
wherever situated, carried out by war legislation, are to be dealt 
with as therein mentioned. If Article 297 (£) was not intended 
to apply to property sold in occupied territory, the words 
“wherever situated ’’ would be entirely meaningless. 

Again, paragraph 13 of the Annex to Articles 297 and 298 provides 
that Germany is to render accounts of all property, rights, and 
interests which have been subjected to an exceptional war 
measure either in Germany or in occupied territory. If the 
purview of Article 297 (E) were restricted as contended, then the 
inclusion of paragraph 13 in this Annex, instead of in the Annexes 
to Part VIII, is entirely incomprehensible. The whole scheme 
and intention of the Treaty are to make Germany responsible, 








not only for measures of warlike aggression, for which reparation 
is provided, but also for compensation for exceptional war 
measures, wherever taken, and there is no logical or moral 
ground for holding that exceptional war measures taken outside 
her territory were intended to be dealt with on a more favoured 
footing than those taken within it. 








Res Judicatz. 


Condition Separating Children from Parents, 
(Re Bouller: Capital and Counties Bank v. Boulter, 1922, 1 Ch. 75.) 


A condition, said Sargant, J., in Re Boulter (supra), by virtue 
of which children to whom interests are given by a will are 
deprived of those interests in case they follow their parents, 
should their parents go abroad, is clearly contrary to public policy. 
The whole tendency of such a provision is one which in many 
sets of circumstances, including the circumstances disclosed 
in that case, might have a very prejudicial effeet on the position 
of the infants and upon the judgment that has to be exercised 
by their parents for their benefit. In that case a testator had 
settled a share of his residuary estate upon a son and the son’s 
children, but the gift to the children was on the express condition 
that they should during their minorities be maintained in England. 
Circumstances required that the parents should live abroad, 
and accordingly, Sargant, J., held that the condition was void 
for the reason above given, Primd facie a different decision 
was given in Re Borwick’s Settlement (1916, 2 Ch. 304), but there, 
the learned judge pointed out, the provision tending to separation 
of parent and child did not, as in the case before him, take effect 
by way of condition subsequent ; a power of maintenance vested 
in trustees was not to be exercised while the infant was in the 
custody of the father. It is, perhaps, not altogether easy to see 
how this affects the question of public policy ; but Sargant, J., 
considered that the distinction enabled him to apply the principle 
of public policy in Re Boulter, although Eve, J., considered that 
to apply it in Re Borwick’s Settlement. would be stretching the 
doctrine beyond reasonable limits and be establishing a dangerous 
and unsound precedent. 





Pledge by a Constructive Bailee. 
(Blundell-Leigh v. Attenborough, 1921, 3 K.B., 235, C.A.) 


The Court of Appeal overruled last year the much-discussed 
decision of Mr. Justice Salter in Blundell-Leigh v. Attenborough 
(supra). In that case, it will be remembered, the plaintiff 
handed to M certain jewellery to be valued by him with a view 
to his making an advance. M proceeded to pawn the jewellery 
with the defendant for £1,000, and subsequently he advanced 
£500 to the plaintiff and gave, her a receipt for the jewellery 
as deposited with him. The question arose whether M had been 
guilty of conversion in pledging the goods as and when he did, 
not then having any authority to dispose of them or even to 
retain them; or whether his subsequent advance to the plaintiff 
could relate back to his previous unauthorized act so as to ratify 
the same and prevent it from operating as a conversion. The 
Court of Appeal, overruling Mr. Justice Salter, held that the 
subsequent title operated so as to validate the prior conversion ; 
a decision likely to be much canvassed. It seems to be in conflict 
with the English House of Lords case of Farquharson Bros. and 
Co. v. King & Co. (1902, A.C., 325), and the Common Pleas 
case of Johnson v. Shear (1863, 15 C.B.N.S. 330); but perhaps the 
former can be distinguished on the ground that it was a case 
of estoppel. 


Division of Blame in Collisions at Sea. 


(8.8. ‘* Haugland”? (Owners of) v. S.S. ‘“* Karamea”’ (Owners of), 
922, 1 A.C., 68.) 

It is well-known that the old Admiralty rule, which, in cases of 
joint blame, directed the total losses to be distributed equally 
between the joint tort-feasors, thereby differing from the Common 
Law rule of contributory negligence, was done away with by the 
Maritime Conventions Act, 1911, sect. 1, which enacted that in 
such a case the liability should be apportioned by the Court 
among the parties in accordance with their respective degrees of 
blameworthiness. This problem of apportionment has proved 
very difficult in practice, and there has been a growing tendency 
of the Court to fall back on the old Admiralty rule, making each 
party bear an equal moiety of the damage, unless the difference 
of blameworthiness is of an exceptionally high and obvious kind. 
Certainly problems of apportioning degrees of blame in exact 
fractional parts are anything but easy to solve. The growing 
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tendency just described is illustrated by S.S. ‘ Haugland” v. 
S.S.“* Karamea’’ (supra). Here two vessels, the ‘* Karamea,” 
outward bound from the harbour of Monte Video, and the 
‘* Haugland,” inward bound, were crossing each other’s courses 
two miles away from each other. The ‘‘ Haugland” ported 
her helm as required by the Regulations for Preventing Collisions 
at Sea, Arts. 19 and 21, but did not blow a helm signal as required 
by Art. 28. The “ Karamea,” soon afterwards, starboarded to 
take her course out to sea. The ‘‘ Haugland ”’ then failed to stop 
and reverse. The result of ‘‘ Haughland’s”’ initial failure to 
blow a helm signal, ‘‘ Karamea’s”’ subsequent mistake in “ star- 
boarding,’ and ‘“‘ Haugland’s ” final blunder in failing to stop 
and reverse, was a serious collision. Mr. Justice Hill felt that 
the ‘‘ Karamea ”’ was the chief sinner, and directed that her 
owners should bear three-quarters of the damages. The Court 
of Appeal and the House of Lords, on the other hand, felt that 
the “ Haugland” had committed two slight blunders against 
one serious error of the ‘‘ Karamea,’’ and that therefore the 
degrees of blame were more or less equal. They, therefore, acted 
on the Admiralty Common Law Rule, and assessed each party 
in a moiety of its own loss and that of the other party. 








Reviews. 
Sale of Goods. 


Tue Save or Goops Act, 1893, including the Factory Acts,"1889 and 1890. 
By Sir M. D. Cuavmers, K.C.B., C.S.1. (Draftsman of the Act.) 
Ninth Edition. Butterworth & Co. 15s, Postage 5d. 


Fortunately this standard work on the Sale of Goods Act is still in the 
hands of its author, the draftsman of the Act. Originally drafted in 1888, 
and settled in consultation with Lord Herschell, it was introduced in the 
House of Lords in 1889 as a tentative measure, in order to evoke criticism. 
In 1890 there was no opportunity of proceeding with it, but it was again 
introduced in the same House in 1891, and referred to a Select Committee, 
consisting of Lords Herschell, Halsbury, Bramwell and Watson. In 
1893 it was considered by a Select Committee of the House of Commons, 
which included Sir Charles Russell, the Attorney-General, and Sir Richard 
Webster, and became law in that year. It will thus be seen that its final 
form was due to consideration by some of the highest authorities of the 
late Victorian era, all of whom have now passed away. But Sir M. D. 
Chalmers happily is still with us to expound what was originally his own 
conception. 

Certain parts of the Act are the subject of continual judicial and practical 
treatment. Section 17, for instance, which says that on a sale of specific 
or ascertained goods the property passes at the time when the parties intend 
it to pass. But this, of course, at once requires to be made workable, for 
in general the parties have no intention in the matter at all, and when they 
have, they usually do not expressit. Hence sect. 18 follows with the rules 
for ascertaining intention. Then there are ss. 41 to 44 on the seller's 
lien for the price while the goods remain in his possession, and the similar 
but not identical right to stop them in transit. But neither the Act nor 
the comments on it mention the vendor's equitable lien, which does not 
depend on possession, and which, if specific performance would lie, applies 
to goods as wellastoland. And there are the rules as to damage in ss. 50 
and 51, and amongst the provisions of the Factory Acts those of s. 9 of 
the Act of 1889, have to be carefully borne in mind in respect of hire 
purchase agreements. There are some of the more important sections of 
statutes which are of everyday importance in practice. 

In the present edition, the notes and comments which have assisted 
the reader in former editions are retained, and they are supplemented by 
a number of cases which have been decided since the last edition appeared 
a couple of years ago. Thus under s. 58, which deals with auction sales, 
the recent decision in Rawlings v.General Trading Co. (1921, 1 K.B. 635,C.A.), 
that a “ knock-out ’’ is not necessarily illegal, is noted ; and under s. 21 (1), 
which deals with sale by a person not the owner, Springer v. Great Western 
Railway Co.(1921, 1 K.B. 257), illustrates, as Sir M. D. Chalmers observes, 
the dislike of English law for the doctrine of “ agents of necessity.” The 
quasi-contract negotiorum gestio is, he says, very sparingly recognised 
by English law. The references to Roman and French law have been 
somewhat amplified in this edition in order, in cases of doubt, to show how 
the problem has been dealt with in another system of law. In arrangement, 
matter and style of publication the book is an invaluable aid to the 
practitioner. 








Books of the Week. 


Digest.—Mews’ Digest of English Case Law to 1920. 18 volumes. 
Annual supplement containing all the reported decisions of the Superior 
Courts, including a selection from the Scottish and Irish, with a table of 
Statutes judicially considered, etc., in 1921. By AuBrey J. SpPEncer, 
Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell, Ltd. Stevens & Sons, Ltd. 15s. net. 


Headway.—A Review of the World’s Affairs. March. League of 
Nations Union, 3d, (Under “ Makers of History ” there is an apprecia- 


tion of Lord Bryce by Professor Gilbert Murray.) 





CASES OF THE WEEK. 
House of Lords. 


MURPHY v. HURLY. 20th February. 


LANDLORD AND TENANT—COVENANT TO Repair BY LANDLORD—Noticg 
or Disreparin—Sea WaLL—KNowLebGE or NON-REPAIR. 


A landlord under covenant to repair can be sued by the tenant without notice, 
if the landlord knew or had the means of knowing that the premises were out of 
repair. 


This was an appeal from an order of the Court of Appeal in Ireland. 
The appellants were tenants of the respondent of separate holdings and 
separate actions which were consolidated were brought by them against the 
respondent for breach of covenant to repair a sea wall adjoining their 
premises. In September, 1919, the sea wall was breached by the sea and 
the appellants’ holdings were damaged. The landlord pleaded by way 
of defence that the appellants had not given notice to him that the wall 
was out of repair. The Court of Appeal in Ireland entered judgment 
for the respondent. 


Lord Buckmaster said: The agreement was an agreement to keep in 
repair the sea wall. To see that the wall was kept in proper condition 
it appeared that the respondent appointed a representative whose business 
it was to keep a watch upon the wall, but neither from him nor from any 
other person was there evidence that the landlord received notice that the 
wall needed attention until it was overthrown by the tide. He was unable 
to think that any such notice was necessary. The principle upon which 
notice was required to be given to a lessor requiring him to repair demised 
premises in accordance with his covenant before proceedings were taken to 
obtain damages for the breach was due to no peculiar relationship arising 
out of a covenant between landlord and tenant. It depended on the 
actual facts existing in each case, and on the consideration whether the 
circumstances were such that knowledge of what might be required to 
be done to comply with the covenant could not reasonably be supposed to 
be within the knowledge of one party while it was within the knowledge 
of the other. If those were the conditions, it was not fair to render the 
ignorant party liable for something which the party with knowledge had 
never asked him to do. The earliest case referred to, that of Vyse v. 
Wakefield (6 M. & W. 442), had nothing to do with landlord and tenant 
atall. The next case, that of Makin v. Watkinson (L.R. 6 Ex. 25), to which 
the subsequent cases constantly referred as a guiding authority, was a 
case of landlord and tenant, and the covenant was to repair the walls, 
timbers and roofs of the property. Baron Channell and Baron Bramwell 
held that notice was necessary before proceedings were taken on such a 
covenant because, to use their language: “‘ We are irresistibly driven to 
say that the parties cannot have intended so preposterous a covenant as 
that the defendant shall keep in repair that of which he has no means of 
ascertaining the condition.”’ There were a number of afithorities that had 
followed that principle, but there were none that affected the central 
underlying idea that justice required in a covenant to repair an implication 
that knowledge possessed by one party, which in the position of the parties 
would not be possessed by the other, must be communicated before pro- 
ceedings could be taken for breach of the covenant. The strongest case in 
favour éf the respondent was the case of Hugall v. McLean (53 L.T. 94). 
It was an action on a covenant by a landlord to keep in repair the drains 
of a house, and the jury found that the plaintiff, who was tenant, had not 
the means of knowing that the drains were defective, whilst the landlord 
had, although he did not in fact know. The Master of the Rol's held that 
notice was necessary to establish liability, and he followed the case of 
Makin vy. Watkinson. The case does not appear to have been fully very 
reported, and it was difficult to reconcile the decision with the findings of 
fact on the part of the jury; but it was easy to understand the case if it 
were regarded, as the Master of the Rolls appeared to have thought it 
should be, as an ordinary case of a covenant to repair part of the demised 
structure that was in fact in the occupation of the tenant. None of those 
cases, in his opinion, had any application to the present, The sea wal! 
stretched over a half or three-quarters of a mile, and abutted on the 
boundaries of various holdings, and the landlord could have and by his 
agent had access to the whole. A breach in one part of the wall might 
cause damage affecting every holding, and a breach of any part not abutting 
on the holding of a particular tenant might be just as much removed from 
his notice or means of knowledge as from that of the landlord. There 
were none of the circumstances here that rendered it necessary to imply 
conditions which had never been expressed, and the covenant to keep in 
repair must be enforced without regard to any special limitations on its 
operation. 

Lord Arkrnson, Lord Sumner, Lord Parmoor and Lord Carson gave 
judgment to the same effect.—CounseL: Sir Charles Mathew, K.C., 
Patrick Lynch, K.C., and J. M. Fitzgerald (both of the Irish Bar) for the 
appellants ; Serjeant Sullivan, K.C., Connor, K.C., and Bernard Roche (all 
of the Irish Bar) for the respondent. Soxicrrors: Herbert Z. Deane for 
John O’Connell, Tralee and 7. J. Linton, Tralee; Young, Jones & Co., 
for M. J. Byrne, Dublin. 


[Reported by 8S. E. WiL14Ms, Barrister-at-Law.) 
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Court of Appeal. 


MOWBRAY ROBINSON & CO. » ROSSER. 


No. 1. 22nd and 23rd February. 


ConTRACT—SALE OF TIMBER FROM AMERICA—SHIPMENT BEFORE CERTAIN 
DatTeE—MEANING oF “SHIPMENT’—WHETHER ON Sure on RaItway 
Wacon—ALLeEGep CusTtoMARY MEANING INCONSISTENT WITH CONTRACT. 


In a contract made in England and subject to English law the word “ ship- 
ment”’ will have its ordinary meaning of the placing of goods on board a ship. 
The court will not hold that it has a customary meaning applying equally to the 
loading of the goods on railway wagons for transport to the port of shipment 
where such customary meaning is inconsistent with the terms of the contract. 


The Turid [1921], P. 146, followed. 


Judgment of Mr. Commissioner Findlay, K.C., ai Lancaster Assizes, 
reversed. 


The plaintiffs were American citizens owning lumber mills in America, 
and through their agent in Liverpool, an Englishman, they contracted to 
sell timber to the defendant at a certain price c.i.f. Payment was to be 
made in London against the shipping documents in the usual way, and there 
was a provision in the contract that shipment was to be before 
30th November, 1920. The timber was shipped and the documents were 
tendered to the defendant, but he refused to carry out the contract for 
various reasons, one being that the goods were not shipped by the date fixed. 
The plaintifis admitted that the goods were not on board the ship that 
brought them at New Orleans by the date named; but they gave evidence 
that at that date the timber had been put on the railway wagons for the 
railway journey to New Orleans, and they alleged that, by customary usage 
of that trade in America, putting timber on the railway cars for transport 
was spoken of as “shipment,” and’ that in America generally the word 
was applied to the despatch of goods by rail as well as by ship. 
Commissioner Sir William Findlay, K.C., found for the plaintiffs, and the 
defendant appealed. 

The court allowed the appeal upon that point. 

Lord SternvaLe, M.R., said that the defendant had explained his 
attitude in saying that he meant shipment on the ship, because it was 
important for him to know when he would get the goods ; and, if he knew 
the date of their being put on the ship, he could calculate that. whereas 
he could not calculate from the time of their being put on a railway car 
in some inland place. The plaintiffs, on the other hand, said they could 
control the shipment on the cars near their mills, but they could not control 
the date of shipment in New Orleans. Neither attitude was unreasonable, 
but = seemed to him (Lord Sterndale) that the word “shipment” 
being used in an English contract, made in England, by two English people, 
concerning goods to be paid for in London, no one could possibly say that 
it was ambiguous, whatever the custom in regard to the use of the word 
might be in the United States. The word might, of course, be used in a 
contract in what was not its ordinary meaning; but there was no ambiguity 
about the ordinary use of the word in the English language, and whether 
a customary meaning could be attached to it by evidence to show that 
it meant putting on railway cars and not shipment in the ordinary sense, 
was a question of some difficulty if such a construction went against the 
plain words of the contract. Several authorities had been cited to show 
that a dozen had been held to mean thirteen, and that a thousand might 
mean twelve hundred, but he thought it was enough to call attention to the 
last case upon the point The Turid (supra). There the Court of Appeal 
had been asked to hold that “ alongside ’’ a steamer meant at a considerable 
distance away from her, by custom of the port, because the steamer could 
not get alongside, and, therefore, as near as she could get was said to be a 
customary “alongside.” The court, following the decision in Holman 
v. Wade (The Times, 11th May, 1877), rejected that contention asinconsistent 
with the clearly expressed terms of the contract, and though The Turid 
(supra) was under consideration by the House of Lords, unless or until it 
was reversed it remained an authority on the matter. On that point the 
defendant’s appeal must be allowed. 

Warrineton, L.J., and Scrutron, L.J., gave judgments to the same 
effect. Scrutton, L.J., said that in The Turid he had given judgment in 
accordance with Holman v. Wade, though he, himself, would have decided 
The Turid differently, and had he been sitting in Holman v. Wade he would 
probably have decided that case differently. But in the present case the 
language was very explicit, and an English contract would not usually 
speak of “shipment” on railway cars.—CounsEL for the appellant: 
Miller, K.C., and Stewart Brown ; for the respondent: Greaves Lord, K.C., 
and The Earl of Halsbury. Soxtcrrors: Rawle, Johnstone and Co., for 
Hill, Dickinson and Co., Liverpool ; Charles Nordon and Co. 

N.B.—Since the decision in the above the House of Lords has given its 
decision affirming that of the Court of Appeal in The Turid. 

[Reported by G. T. WurrrreLp-Hayes, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Speaking on 23rd February at the dinner of the Society of Consulting 
and Marine Engineers and Ship Surveyors at the Connaught Rooms, 
Mr. Justice Hill said that he had not only to deal with collisions at sea, 
but with conjugal collisions and errors in matrimonial navigation. He had 
one foot in the sea and the other in a sewer. He loved the seaman even 
when he lied, and detested the adulterer, whether he spoke the truth 
or not, 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re PENRHYN’S SETTLEMENT: PENRHYN v. PENNANT. 
Eve, J. 9th February, 

SerrLtepD LAND—TENANT FOR LiFE AND REMAINDERMEN—LEASE BY 
TENANT FOR LireE—PAYMENT ON SURRENDER OF LEASE—RETAINABLE 
BY TENANT FOR LirE—Sett_Lep Lanp Act, 1882 (46 & 46 Vict. c. 3>),8.13 

A 

A legal tenant for life by virtue of his position as legal reversioner is entitled 

to accept a surrender of a lease granted under the Settled Land Act, and to 

retain to his own use any sum paid to him in consideration of his accepting 
the surrender. 


Re Hunloke’s Settled Estates (1902, 1 Ch. 941), followed. 


This was an adjourned summons asking to whom a sum of £2,000 paid 
on the surrender of a lease belonged. Under an indenture of settlement 
dated 5th December, 1887, the plaintiff was tenant for life without impeach- 
ment of waste of certain estates in England and Wales. By an indenture 
dated 6th December, 1887, the plaintiff in exercise of a power reserved 
to him by the settlement charged the settled estates with a jointure and 
portions, and by a deed of 19th October, 1915, the settled estates were 
disentailed and, subject to prior subsisting estates and charges, were limited 
to the defendant in fee. By an indenture of lease dated 19th August, 1913, 
the plaintiff. under the power conferred on him by s. 13 of the Settled 
Land Act, 1882, demised certain mines being part of the settled estates 
for a term of twenty-one years from Ist August, 1913. In 1921, the lessees 
of the mines decided to surrender the lease and agreed to pay the sum of 
£2,000 in full discharge of further liability. The question then arose as to 
who was entitled to the £2,000, and the plaintiff took out this summons 
asking for the determination of the question whether the £2,000 belonged 
to and ought to be paid over by the trustees to the plaintiff for his own use, 
or whether it ought to be apportioned between the plaintiff and the other 
persons interested under the settlement. The cases of Re Hunloke (supra , 
Re Dealtry (108 L.T. 832) and Re Rodes (1909, 1 Ch. 815), were referred to. 

Eve, J., said that in the circumstances of this case he thought that the 
tenant for life was entitled to retain the moneys paid in respect of the 
surrender of the lease. The lease was granted under the power conferred 
by s. 6 of the Settled Land Act, 1882, and in the exercise of that power 
the tenant for life, although legal tenant for life, was undoubtedly a trustee 
under s. 53 of the Settled Land Act, 1882. but the lease having been granted, 
he was in a position either to accept a surrender by virtue of the power 
conferred upon him by s. 13 of the Act, or by virtue of his reversionary 
interest expectant on the term granted by the lease. It was in exercise 
of his power as legal reversioner that he accepted the surrender, and that 
being so, he was not exercising any fiduciary power. There was nothing 
to be found in the Act which said that a surrender of a lease granted under 
the Settled Land Act could only be accepted by virtue of the power con- 
ferred by the Act, which left the power of the legal reversioner untouched, 
In the present case, the surrender having been accepted, and payment 
made not by virtue of any power conferred by the Act, but by virtue of the 
legal estate of the reversioner, he was entitled on the authority of Re Hunloke 
(supra) to retain the whole sum of £2,000 to his own use.—COoUNSEL: 
Howard Wright ; Beebee. So.icrrors : Hore, Pattisson & Bathurst, for Carter, 
Vincent & Co., Bangor. 


[Reported by 8. E. WgLLIAMs, Barrister-at-Law.] 


In re IONIDES; THE LONDON COUNTY & WESTMINSTER AND 
PARR’S BANK v. CRAIES. P. 0. Lawrence, J. 20th January. 


Wit—Construction—“* My War Bonps’’—Excuequver Bonpvs Con- 
VERTED—FINANCE Act, 1916 (6 & 7 Geo. 5. c. 24), s. 58—War Loan Act, 
1916 (6 & 7 Geo. 5, c. 67), 8. 2—War Loan Act, 1919 (9 & 10 Geo. 5, 
c. 37), 8. 1s 8. 2, 

A gift of “my war bonds” passes all securities for money raised by the 
Government for the purposes of the war, and also securities exchanged under 
statutes for converting such loans for the purposes of the war into longer lime 
loans. 


This was an originating summons raising the question whether the 
expression ‘“‘my war bonds”’ included the new exchequer bonds, into 
which the war bonds issued under s. 58 of the Finance Act, 1916 were con- 
verted by the War Loan Act, 1919. The facts were as follows. The 
testatrix died in 1920, and by clause 4 of her will, which was dated 26th 
April, 1920, she directed her trustees to pay all the income derived from 
“my war bonds ”’ to her daughter for life, and after her death to be applied 
as in the will mentioned. The testatrix had at her death a large amount 
of 5 per cent. war loan, one national war bond, and £2,000 worth of 5} per 
cent. exchequer bonds, 1925. The h'story of these bonds was as follows : 
Under s. 58 of the Finance Act, 1916, certain exchequer bonds, payable in 
1920, were issuable, and the prospectus thereof provided that. in the event 
of future loans being raised by His Majesty’s Government for the purposes 
of carrying on the war, these bonds would be accepted as an equivalent 
of cash to the amount oftheir face value for the purpose of subscription 
to any of such loans. The testatrix held £2,000 worth of these bonds. 
In January, 1920, she received a notice giving her the option of converting 
these bonds into the new 5} per cent. or being paid off, and she exercised 
her option by converting. The new bonds were issued under the War 
Loan Act, 1919, s. 1, s-s. 2, which gave the Treasury power to create and 
issue them in exchange for the old 6 per cent. and other Government 
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securities. It was argued by the tenant for life of the residuary estate 
that moneys raised for the purpose of satisfying a debt incurred for the 
purposes of the war were not war loans, and that war loans were only 
loans raised for the purposes of the war. 

P. O. Lawrence, J., after stating the facts, said: The 6 per cent. 
exchequer bonds have been issued under powers conferred upon the Treasury 
by s. 58 of the Finance Act, 1916, for raising money for the purposes of the 
war. That was emphasized by s. 2 of the War Loan Act, 1916, under 
which it was provided that that Act might be cited, together with the War 
Loan Acts, 1914 and 1916, and s. 58 of the Finance Act, 1916, as the War 
Loan Acts, 1914-1916. The new exchequer bonds were issued under 
the War Loan Act, 1919. From a technical, as well as from a practical 
point of view, the investment made by the testatrix in the 6 per cent. 
exchequer bonds was to provide money for the purpose of the war and might 
properly be described as an investment in war loan, It is correct to say, 
as it has been argued, that technically a holder of the 6 per cent. exchequer 
bonds, repayable on 16th February 1920, then had an option either to receive 
cash or new 5} per cent. exchequer bonds in exchange for the old ones, 
and consequently that the new bonds, having been issued for the purpose 
of redeeming the old ones, cannot, from a technical point of view, be said 
to have been issued for the purposes of the war. But in my judgment, 
in substance, the option was to accept payment in cash or convert the old 
bonds into the new 5} per cent, bonds, which were in substance issued 
for the purposes of the war. Those bonds were issued under the War Loan 
Act, 1919, which was an Act to “ make further provision for raising money 
for the present war and for purposes in connection therewith.” The 
testatrix did not intend to use the expression “ my war loans ”’—the word 
* loans ”’ being in the plural number—in a purely technical sense. By that 
expression she intended to comprise all her securities for money raised 
by the Government for the purposes of the war. It is admitted that the 
expression included the 5 per cent. war loan 1929-47, and her national 
war bond 1927, but it also included, in proper language, the new exchequer 
bonds in question, which I hold were effectually disposed of by clause 4 
of the will.—CounseL: FE. A. Jennings; A. H. Christie; Stamp; F. K. 
Archer, Sowicrrors: Blyth, Dutton, Hartley & Blyth, for Borlase and 
Johnson, of Brighton. 

[Reported by L. M. MAy, Barrister-at-Law.] 


In re RUSH: WANE v, RUSH. 

Russell, J. 

SerrLement — War Leatstation — Cuarcge THEREUNDER GERMAN 

NaATIONAL—REVERSIONARY INTERESTS—RESTRAINT ON ANTICIPATION— 
Treaty or Peace Orver, 1919, s. 1, clauses 16 and 17, 


26th January and 8th February. 


Reversionary interests are included under the cate gory ** property, rights and 
interests ’’ in the Treaty of Peace Order, 1919. 


In re Jackson’s Will (1879, 13 Ch. D. 189) applied, 


Where a power of appointment was exercised after 10th January, 1920, the 
** right, properly or interest ”’ con fe rred by the exercise of that power was held 
to be a diffe rent “* right property or interest’ to that which be longe d to the 
appointees before the exercise of the power, and accordingly was not charged by 
the Treaty of Peace Order, 1919. 

Lovett v. Lovett (1898, 1 Ch, 82) applied, 


A restraint on anticipation does not prevent the interest of the person 
estrained from coming within “property, rights and inferests’’ under the Order. 


The principal point ‘in the case was as to the effect of the Treaty of 
Peace Order, 1919, to effect a charge upon certain property. The facts 
were as follows. Spencer Rush, a natural-born British subject, had two 
daughters, each of whom married German nationals and became Mrs. Wolf 
and Mrs. Metzler respectively. Before their marriages these two daughters 
were entitled in reversion expectant on the death of their father, and subject 
to a certain life interest of their mother and in default of appointment by 
their father, to one-third of the trust funds comprised in their parents’ 
marriage settlement. They were also entitled in reversion expectant on 
the death of their father to one-third each of the residuary estates of their 
grandfather and grandmother, and in reversion expectant on the death of 
their mother to one-third of a trust fund directed to be invested under the 
will of their grandmother. Mrs. Metzler executed no settlement on her 
marriage, but Mrs. Wolf assigned all her reversionary interests to the 
trustees of her marriage settlement upon trust to pay the income of the 
trust fund to her during her life for her separate use without power of 
anticipation whilst married, and after her death to hold the capital and 
income of the fund for such of her children as she should by deed or will 
appoint. There were three beneficial interests when the Treaty of Peace 
Order, 1919, took effect. Mrs. Wolf's two children were entitled to a 
reversionary interest in-the trust funds of their mother’s marriage settlement. 
In October, 1920, Spencer Rush died without having exercised any of his 
powers of appointment. Clause 16 of s. 1 of the Treaty of Peace Order, 1919, 
provided that all property, rights and interests within His Majesty's 
dominions belonging to German nationals on the 10th January, 1920, the 
date when the Treaty came into force, should be charged with the payments 
therein mentioned. The trust funds of the wills and settlements were in 
England, In 1921 Mrs. Wolf exercised a revocable power of appointment 
by deed appointing all the funds subject to her marriage settlement to her 
two children in equal shares. The two daughters of the testator submitted 


that at the date when the treaty came into force Mrs. Metzler’s reversionary 


interests did not “ belong ” to her within the meaning of s. 1 of the Order, 
because they were liable to be diverted by her father exercising his power 
of appointment, and that Mrs. Wolf’s interest was only a life interest and 
she was restrained from anticipation, and accordingly in her case the charge 
only operated upon income accrued due at the date of the Treaty. For 
Mrs. Wolf’s children it was contended that the appointment was made after 
the 10th January, 1920, and the right, property and interest of the children 
thereunder was a different right, property and interest to that which they 
had before the appointment and at the date of the Treaty, and accordingly 
was not charged. They referred to In re Vizard’s Trusts (1866, L. R. 1 Eq. 
667), Sweetapple v. Horlock (1879, 11 Ch. D. 745), Lovett v. Lovett (supra), 
Attorney-General v. Lord Selborne (1902, 1 K.B. 388).. The Public Trustee, 
as the custodian of enemy property, submitted that the reversionary interest 
was property belonging to Mrs. Metzler, and relied on In re Jackson's Will 
(supra). With regard to Mrs. Wolf, the statutory charge overrode the 
restraint. The appointment was a “dealing with” the property subject 
to the charge, and therefore void within clause XVII of the O der. 

RussE.L, J., after stating the facts, said: The reversionary interests of 
Mrs. Metzler and of Mrs. Wolf’s children are property, rights and interests 
belonging to German nationals on 10th January, 1920, and are therefore 
charged ; see In re Jackson’s Will (supra). However, the right, property 
or interest conferred on Mrs. Wolf’s children by the appointment was a 
different right, property or interest from that which belonged to them on 
10th January, 1920, and therefore was not charged by the Treaty of Peace 
Order, 1919 : see The Attorney-General v. The Earl of Selborne (1902, 
1 K.B. 388) and Lovett v. Lovett (supra). The fact that Mrs. Wolf is 
restrained from anticipation is no ground for saying that her reversionary 
rights to receive the income of the different funds which were vested in her 
on 10th January, 1920, are not property, rights and interests belonging to 
her in the natural meaning of the words, or that the statutory charge only 
attaches if and to the extent that a German national is capable of creating 
a charge. The life interest of Mrs. Wolf under her marriage settlement of 
1901 is charged by the order.—CouNSEL: Ashworth James ; Romer, K.C., 
and Wallington ; G. B. Hurst, K.C., and O’Sullivan ; Clauson, K.C., and 
Bischoff. Soxiicrrors: Williams & James; Cruesmann & Rouse ; 
W. Norris & Co. ; Theodore Goddard & Co. 

[Reported by L, M. MAY, Bariister-at-Law.} 


High Court—King’s Bench 


Division. 


DENNIS v. HUTCHINSON; TRAFFORD v. HUTCHINSON. © 
Div. Ct. 17th and 18th January. 


Suor—OPrEN DURING PROHIBITED HOURS—AMUSEMENT CATERERS— 
ComPEtTiTIVe GAMES—STALLS ExniBiTING Prizes oF CHOCOLATES AND 
CiGARETTES—Suops Act, 1912 (2 Geo. 5, c. 3) s. 19 (1)—Suoprs (Earty 
Ciosine) Act, 1920 (10 & 11 Geo. 5, c. 58), Schedule, Part I, 1(a), 4. 

A and B occupied pitches on the beach at a seaside resort. They provided 
games there, for which entrance fees were charged and for which prizes of 
chocolates and cigarettes were given. The prizes were exhibited on stalls. 


Held, that the business carried on at the pitches was not that of a shop, and 
that A and B were not infringing the provisions of the Shops (Early Closing) 
Act, 1920, by not observing the regulations as to closing contained in that 
statute. 


This was a case stated by justices of Lincolnshire. Informations were 
preferred against the appellants for keeping shops open beyond the hours 
permitted by statute. The appellant Dennis occupied a pitch on the 
beach at Skegness and provided a game which consisted of a competition 
in which a number of “ teddy bears ”’ were caused to mount poles by the 
turning of handles at the bottom of the poles. The competitors paid an 
entrance fee of three pence, and the competitor who first caused a bear 
to reach the top of the pole was declared the winner, and received a prize 
of chocolates or cigarettes. The chocolates and cigarettes were exhibited 
ona stall. The appellant Trafford had another pitch at which he provided 
a competition of a somewhat similar nature, for an entrance fee of twopence, 
the prizes being provided in the same way. The winners selected their 
own prizes from the stalls. No other business was conducted at these pitches. 
The games were played after the statutory closing hours for shops. The 
appellants were summoned for contravening the provisions of the Shops 
(Early Closing) Act, 1920, and the justices found that the pitches 
were stalls or buildings within the statute for the service of customers 
not later than nine o’clock in the evening. They therefore convicted the 
appellants, but stated cases. By s. 19(1) of the Shops Act, 1912, itis provided 
that “The expression ‘shop’ includes any premises where any retail 
trade or business is carried on; the expression ‘retail trade or business’ 
includes the business of . . . the sale of refreshments . ee. 
Part I of the Schedule to the Shops Act, 1920, it is provided : “1 (a). Every 
shop shall be closed for the serving of customers not later than 8 o’clock 
in the evening on every day other than Saturday, and not later than 9 o’clock 
in the evening on Saturday . . . ; 4. The expressions ‘shop’ and 
‘ retail trade or business ’ in this Order have the same meaning respectively 
as in the Shops Act, 1912.” 

Lord TREVETHIN, in delivering judgment, said that the appellants carried 





on the business of amusement caterers, but that did not constitute them 
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shop-keepers. He did not think that these were shops, as there were no 
gales, nor was there any business or retail trade being carried on there. 
The appeals must be allowed. A shop was a place where goods were 
stored for sale, and sold by retail, not a place like those in question where 
something more like gambling took place. The appeals must be allowed. 

Avory and Rocug, JJ., agreed.—CounsEL: Sandlands ; W. Norman 
Birkett. Soxicrrors: Miller & Smiths, for Clitherow & Son, Horncastle ; 
Taylor, Jelf and Thomas, for Thimbleby and Son, Spilsby. 

[Reported by J. L. DENISON, Barrister-at-Law.] 


ATTORNEY-GENERAL v. SWAN. Roche, J. Ist Febiuary. 
ReveENUE—ENTERTAINMENTS Duty—County Cricket CiLuB—Sus- 
SCRIBING MremBerS—LIABILITy—FinANcE (New Duties) Act, 1916 
(6 Geo. 5, c. 11), 8. 1. 
Certain cricket matches were played on a county cricket club ground. The 
public were admitted to the ground to watch the matches on payment of a sum 
which included entertainments duty. 


Held, that, as part of the subscription of each member of the club was paid 
for the right to watch cricket matches on the club ground, the Inland Revenue 
Commissioners were authorised, under the Finance (New Duties) Act, 1916, 
to claim entertainments duty in respect of that right. 


This was an information by the Attorney-General against the Chairman 
of the Essex County Cricket Club claiming payment of a sum for enter- 
tainments tax in respect of members’ tickets for the year 1919. The ground 
was used for cricket matches, and on various occasions it was thrown open 
to non-members to attend matches as paying spectators ; members were also 
permitted to introduce friends to the ground, and in addition to facilities 
for cricket, there were bowling greens and refreshment rooms, which were 
available at times when cricket matches were not in progress. The mini- 
mum annual subscriptions of members were £1 1s. for men and 10s. 6d. 
for ladies. The Inland Revenue Commissioners claimed 10s. 6d. in respect 
of each member’s subscription for entertainments tax in respect of the cricket 
matches. As the club refused to comply with the requirements of the 
Commissioners these proceedings were taken. The claim was made under 
s. 1 of the Finance (New Duties) Act, 1916, by s-s. 4 of which section it is 
provided that: ‘‘ Where the payment for admission to an entertainment 
is made by means of a lump sum paid as a subscription or contribution 
to any club, association, or society, or for a season ticket, or for the right 
of admission to a series of entertainments, or to any entertainment during 
a certain period of time, the entertainments duty shall be paid on the amount 
of the lump sum; but where the Commissioners are of gpinion that the pay- 
ment of a lump sum or any payment for a ticket represents payment for 
other privileges, rights or purposes besides the admission to an entertain- 
ment, or covers admission to an entertainment during any period for 
which the duty has not been in operation, the duty shall be charged on 
such an amount as appears to the Commissioners to represent the right of 
admission to entertainments in respect of which entertainments duty is 
payable.” 

Rocug, J., in delivering judgment, said that counsel for the cricket club 
had accepted the position that cricket was an entertainment, and that duty 
was very rightly paid by members of the general public who went to see the 
high-class matches played on the county ground. The tax was not a 
tax on cricket, but a tax on the right to watch cricket. His Lordship 
was of opinion that a part of each member’s subscription was paid for the 
privilege of watching these cricket matches, and that the contention on 
behalf of the Crown was right. The Act in effect said that if, in fact, 
payment was being made for admission to an entertainment, duty must be 
paid in spite of the fact that the payment was made through a club. There 
must be judgment for the Crown.—CounseL: The Attorney-General 
(Sir Gordon Hewart, K.C.) and H. M. Giveen ; Sir William Finlay, K.C. 
and A, M. Latter. Soxicirors: Solicitor for Customs and Excise ; Clapham, 
Fraser, Cook & Co. 

{Reported by J. L. DENISON, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Court of Criminal Appeal. 


REX v. MONKMAN. 20th February. 


CraiminaL Law—ApreaL—PractTicE—SHORTHAND NOTEs. 
Observations on the importance of shorthand notes of criminal trials, 
Appeal against sentence. 


Lord Treverury, C.J., in delivering the judgment of the Court (Lord 
Trevetuin, C.J., Avory and Sankey, JJ.) varying the sentence, proceeded 
to refer to the shorthand notes of the proceedings at the trial. His lordship 
went on to say that the shorthand note of the proceedings at the trial was 
not clear. In several cases recently the court had had to complain of the 
insufficiency of the shorthand notes. It must be understood by.shorthand 
writers that their duty was to take down in shorthand everything that 
occurred at the trial, so that when an appeal was brought, the Court of 
Criminal Appeal might be able to form as good an opinion as possible with 
Tegard to the question raised by the appellant, by reading the transcript. 
An abbreviated note was not sufficient. Everything that occurred at the 
trial should be taken down in the form of question and answer, and the 
questions and answers should be numbered so that they could be readily 
referred to by the court on any particular point. 

[Reported by T. W. Morgan, Barrister-at-Law.] 





REX v. FREDERICK HARRIS; REX v. EDWARDS; 
REX v. ALFRED JONES; REX v. WILKINS. 


19th December, 1921 and 13th February, 1922. 


CriminaAL Law—PracticeE—HasitvuaLt CriminAL—ProceDURE—BEFORE 
Triac—During Trrat—Arrer Conviction—ErRRors—CONVICTIONS 
QuASHED—PREVENTION OF CRIME Act, 1908 (8 Edw. 7, c. 59) ss. 10, L1— 
InpictMENTs Act, 1915 (5 & 6 Geo. 5, c. 90) Sched. 1, r. 11. 

The provisions of the Prevention of Crime Act, 1908, in respect of sentences 
of preventive detention on habitual criminals must be strictly complied with. 
The indictment should be framed to show clearly that the person is charged 
with being an habitual criminal, and after verdict, but before sentence at the 
trial on the primary offence, the charge of being an habitual criminal should 
be clearly put to the prisoner for him to plead to. After conviction, the court 
is not obliged to pass a sentence of preventive detention, and cannot do so unless 
it passes a sentence of penal servitude on the primary offence. 


Appeals against convictions and sentences. The appellants, Frederick 
Harris and William Edwards, were convicted of making counterfeit coin 
and having counterfeit coin in their possession with intent to utter it. 
Both were also convicted of being habitual criminals, and were each 
sentenced to seven years’ penal servitude and five years’ preventive deten- 
tion. They both appealed against the sentences and applied for leave to 
appeal against the convictions. Both men were served with notice of 
intention to make the charges of being habitual criminals, and the charges 
were contained in the indictments. Harris had been previously convicted 
eight times and had served four terms of penal servitude; there was a 
period of eight months between his last release and the offence for which he 
was to be tried uncovered by anything contained in the notice. Edwards 
had been previously convicted six times, including once for coining, and 
there was a similar period of ten months uncovered. But in each case 
evidence was given of facts which, while not contained in the notice, tended 
to show that the accused were leading a persistently dishonest life during 
the periods uncovered by the notice. Alfred Jones was convicted of 
breaking and entering a dwelling-house and of stealing property, and of 
receiving property stolen from another house. He was convicted as an 
habitual criminal, and sentenced to three years penal servitude, and five 
years preventive detention. There were in his case a number of the 
elements which go to make up an habitual criminal. A proper notice of 
intention to insert in the indictment a charge of being an habitual criminal 
was given by the Director, and the facts stated in the notice, which were 
proved at the trial, afforded ample evidence to support a conviction on the 
charge, but nothing in the notice related to the period between May 13, 1921, 
and August 18th then next when he committed the crime for which he 
was then to be tried. Evidence was, however, given that on his arrest a 
putty knife and skeleton keys were found on him ; that on his last release 
he failed to comply with the terms of his licence; and that he had been 
associating with persons of bad character. None of these facts were set 
out in the notice to the offender before trial. Wilkins pleaded guilty to 
shop breaking, and was convicted of being an habitual criminal. He was 
sentenced to five years penal servitude, but the judge did not impose a 
sentence of preventive detention, as the appellant was said to have earned 
an honest living for some years. He had been previously convicted and 
sentenced as an habitual criminal in 1912, was released, and remained in 
employment until 1920. No consent had been obtained from the Director 
of Public Prosecutions to insert the charge of being an habitual criminal 
in the indictment, and no notice was served on the offender that it was 
intended to insert such a charge. The chief constable under a misappre- 
hension thought that he was authorised himself to insert such a charge. 
There was no leave by the Public Prosecutor and no notice to the prisoner. 
Cur. adv, vult. 

13th February 1922—Lord Trevetuty, C.J., read the judgment of the 
court (Lord Treveratn, C.J., Sankey and Branson, JJ.): As in some of 
these cases there have been errors in practice and procedure which necessitate 
quashing the convictions, the court thinks it advisable to restate the law 
on these points. By the Prevention of Crime Act, 1908 (8 Edw. 7, ¢. 59), 
a person can only be convicted of being an habitual criminal where, after 
having been convicted on indictment of a crime, the offender admits that he 
is, or is found by the jury to be, an habitual criminal, and the court passes a 
sentence of penal servitude for the crime for which he has been so convicted. 
As far as the verdict of the jury is concerned a person cannot be found to be 
an habitual criminal until after proper procedure the jury find either— 
(a) that since the age of sixteen years he has been at least three times 
before the commission of the crime charged in the indictment convicted of a 
crime and that he is leading persistently a dishonest or criminal life, or (6) 
that he has on such a previous conviction been found to be an habitual 
criminal and sentenced to preventive detention. The provisions of the 
Act as to practice and procedure are peculiar, and a due appreciation of 
and a strict compliance with them are necessary. 

We now proceed to deal with those arising in the cases before us as to 
proceedings (1) before trial; (2) during trial; (3) after conviction, As to 
(1), proceedings before trial, there are two conditions precedent—(a) the 
consent of the Director of Public Prosecutions has to be given; (6) seven 
days’ notice has to be given to the proper officer of the court by which the | 
offender is to be tried, and to the offender himself, that it is intended to 
insert such charge, and the notice to the offender must specify the previous 
convictions and the other grounds on which it is intended to found the charge, 
These two conditions are of the utmost importance, and unless proper 
notice has been given no valid trial can take place. The notice itself 
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should give, with particularity, not only the convictions, but the other 
grounds on which it is intended to found the charge. The latter must 
refer specifically to the facts, but not the evidence, on which the prosecution 
intend to rely for proof that the offender is leading persistently a dishonest 
or criminal life, It is not sufficient to state these facts generally; they 
must be set out in detail. With regard to (2), proceedings during trial, 
the indictment should be framed to show clearly that the person is charged 
with being an habitual criminal (see Indictments Act, 1915, Sched. 1, r. 11), 
and after verdict, but before sentence at the trial on the primary offence, 
the charge of being an habitual criminal should be clearly put to the prisoner 
for him to plead to. Care should be taken during the trial that evidence is 
not given against the offender unless due notice of the facts has been already 
given to him. Counsel for the prosecution should especially be careful to 
observe the grounds alleged in the notice of the Director of Public Prosecu- 
tions and to see that his witnesses do not run on and give evidence of facts 
not set out in such notice. A general question to a police officer: ‘ What 
do you know about the prisoner ?” may let in evidence of facts not so set 
out and lead to the quashing of the conviction. For example, it is not 
permissible to prove any conviction unless it has been set out in the notice 
given before trial; nor again, is it permissible to prove conduct which has 
not formed the subject of a conviction, ¢.g., conduct of a dishonest character, 
unless the facts relating thereto have been set out in such notice. If it is 
intended to prove that the offender hag been associating with thieves, 
that fact must have been set out in the notice. Unless these facts have been 
included therein, proof cannot be given, although by s-s. 5 of s. 10 of the 
Act of 1908, the ordinary rule of evidence is relaxed and evidence of character 
and repute may, if the court thinks fit, be admitted as evidence on the 
question whether the accused is leading persistently a dishonest or criminal 
life. Upon this question of a man’s leading persistently a dishonest or 
criminal life, where there has been a considerable lapse of time between 
a man’s last conviction and the commission of the offence which forms the 
subject of the primary indictment at the trial, notice containing particulars 
must have been given and proved of the facts upon which the prosecution rely 
for saying that the offender is leading such a life. If, on the other hand, 
the time between a man’s discharge from prison and the commission 
of the offence is a very short one, it may be open to the jury to find that 
he is leading persistently a dishonest or criminal life by reason of the mere 
fact that he has again committed an offence so soon after his discharge 
from a previous one, provided that the notice has stated this as a ground. 
This is a question of fact. In our view, any attempt by a man to lead an 
honest life after his discharge should be put clearly and emphatically before 
the jury. Care should be taken, when the evidence is given of the man’s 
repute during such period, to see that such evidence is of a character that is 
properly admissible and fairly left to the jury. As to (3), proceedings after 
conviction, there is no obligation on the court to pass a sentence of preventive 
detention. Unless the court passed a sentence of penal servitude for the 
primary offence, it has no jurisdiction to pass a sentence of. preventive 
detention, and even if the court does pass such a sentence of penal servitude, 
there is no obligation to pass a sentence of preventive detention in respect 
of the man’s having been found an habitual criminal. That is a matter 
for the consideration of the court. Convictions of being habitual criminals 
quashed.—CounseL: Myles Elliott; R. BE. Dummett; R. Ross; J. H. 
Thorpe. Sowicrrors: Registrar of the Court of Criminal Appeal; The 
Director of Public Prosecutions. 
[Reported by T. W. Morgan, Barrister-at-Law.] 


CASE OF LAST SITTINGS. 
Court of Appeal. 


BAKER v. DALGLEISH STEAM SHIPPING CO. 20th December, 1921. 
No. 2. 

Neciioence—Damaces—Loss or Lirz at Sea—Wipow Drawina Nava 
PENSION—ASSESSMENT OF COMPENSATION—-WHETHER PENSION TO BB 
Constprrep—Fatat Accipents Act, 1846 (9 & 10 Vict. c. 93), 8. 2— 
Marine Pay anv Pensions Act, 1865 (28 & 29 Vict. c. 73), s. 3. 


The plaintiff's husband, who was a chief petty officer in a warship, was 
drowned as the result of a collision between his ship and the defendants’ vessel. 
The collision was due to the negligence of the defendants. The plaintiff, the 
widow, had been granted a pension under rules made in accordance with 8. 3 
of the Marine Pay and Pensions Act, 1865. 

Held, in an action under Lord Campbell's Act, that as a matter of law the 
existence of the pensions ought to be taken into consideration in assessing 
the damages payable to the plaintiff and her infant children under that Act, 
because, notwithstanding that their continuance was dependent on the bounty 
of the Crown, there was a reasonable expectation that they would be continued. 
But since, in practice, the amount of the pensions would, it must be assumed, 
be reduced in proportion to the compensation, the amount must stand, 

Decision of Greer, J., affirmed on different grounds. 


Appeal from the judgment of Greer, J. (65 Sox. J., 754; 1921, 3 K.B. 
481; 90 L.J. K.B. 1272). The respondent’s husband was a chief petty 
officer in H.M. Navy and was one of the crew of H.M.S. “ Bittern” which 
was sunk on 4th April, 1918, as a result of a collision with the appellants’ 
steamship “ Kenilworth.’’ The respondent’s husband was drowned. The 
appellants did not dispute that the collision and the death of the respondent’s 
husband was due to the negligence of those in charge of the “‘ Kenilworth.” 
The respondent brought the action claiming compensation under Lord 


Campbell’s Act (9 & 10 Vict. c. 93), for herself and her children. Greer, J., 
who tried the action, fixed the amount of compensation at £1,000, and 
divided that sum between the widow and her children in various proportions, 
Under statutory rules and orders applicable to pay and pensions in the 
Navy, the respondent and her children became eligible for pensions. Since 
the death of her husband the respondent had been in receipt by way of 
weekly payments for herself and her children, either from the Admiralty 
or from the Ministry of Pensions, of sums in excess of anything she had 
received from her husband during his lifetime. In the circumstances, it 
was contended for the appellants that the respondent and her children were 
not entitled to any compensation. That raised the question of how far, 
if at all, the pensions which had been granted to the respondent and her 
children could be taken into consideration. Greer, J., refused to take it 
into consideration at all. He awarded the plaintiff £1,000 compensation 
and apportioned that sum between her and her children as already stated. 
The defendants appealed. 

Bankes, L.J., after referring to the facts, said: In this court it was 
contended that the learned judge’s view was wrong, and that the appellants 
were entitled to have the fact that the respondent and her children had 
become eligible for pensions, taken into account in assessing the compensa- 
tion. There is no longer any doubt as to the rule to be adopted in the 
endeavour to arrive at the compensation to which an applicant is entitled 
under the provisions of Lord Campbell’s Act. In the Taff Vale Railway 
v. Jenkins (57 Sou. J., 27; 1913, A.C. 1), Lord Atkinson states the rule 
thus: “I think that it has been well established by authority that all that 
is necessary is that a reasonable expectation of pecuniary benefit should 
be entertained by the person who sues.” Lord Haldane at page 6 says: 
“ As regards the judgment in the court below, I have already indicated 
that in my view the real question is that which Willes, J., defines in one 
of the cases quoted to us, Dalton v. South Eastern Railway Co. (1858, 
4 C.B.N.8. 296), ‘ Aye or no, was there a reasonable expectation of pecuniary 
advantage.’’’ It is quite clear that it is not only legal rights to a pecuniary 
benefit which are to be taken into consideration. In the case just referred 
to the expectation was that a daughter, who was growing up, might give 
some of her earnings to her parents. [His lordship referred to Great Western 
Railway Co. v. Helps (1918, A.C. 141; 62 Son. J. 120); Barnett v. Cohen 
(1921, 2 K.B. 461); and Pym v. Great Western Railway Co. (1863, 4 B. & 8, 
396) ; in the last of which the benefits which a wife and children took under a 
settlement on the death of the husband were taken into account in reduction 
of the compensation payable to them in consequence of the death of the 
husband, and continued :—] I cannot see why, when assessing compensation 
under Lord Campbell’s Act, distinction should be drawn between an assess- 
ment of what is a reasonable expectation of benefit had the deceased person 
lived, and what is the reasonable expectation of benefit in consequence of 
the deceased person’s death. Both must be taken into consideration in 
arriving at the real loss. Both may legitimately, in my opinion, be arrived 
at by the same process. This appears to be quite in accordance with 
Lord Watson’s view in Grand Trunk Railway v. Jennings (1888, 13 App. 
Cas. at p. 804). Money provisions made by a husband for the maintenance 
of his widow, in whatever form, are matters proper to be considered by the 
jury in estimating her loss ; but the extent, if any, to which these ought to 
be imputed in reduction of damages must depend on the nature of the 
provision and the position and means of the deceased. In this case, had 
the respondent’s husband lived, he would, in a short time, have become 
eligible for a pension under the same Rules and Orders as those under which 
the respondent became eligible for a pension on his death. The reasonable 
expectation of benefit from the husband’s pension would certainly have to 
be taker’ into account. So, equally, must the widow’s and children’s 
pensions be taken into account. The fact that the continuance of the 
pensions is in the discretion of the Minister does not, in my opinion, exclude 
them from consideration. The reasonable expectation of their continuance 
must be taken into account. This conclusion, however, does not dispose 
of this appeal, because the effect of clause 248 of the Statutory Rules of 
1920 has yet to be considered. No evidence has been given as to any 
practice prevailing in the Ministry of Pensions in reference to this clause, 
The conclusion I draw is that, in a case like the present, where the pensions 
place the recipients in so favourable a position compared with what it was 
during the deceased man’s lifetime, the Minister, as the custodian of public 
money, would certainly reduce the pensions of the respondent and her 
children by what he considered to be the equivalent of the compensation 
awarded by Greer, J. The judgment appealed from must stand, and the 
appeal must be dismissed with costs. 

Scruton, L.J., having dealt with the effect of rule 248 of the Statutory 


. Rules and Orders and the decisions under the Fatal Accidents Act, 1846, 


went on to say that Greer, J., was wrong in excluding as a matter of law 
from his consideration the voluntary contributions of the Admiralty in 
consequence of the death; but would have had to take into account the 
extreme probability of the Admiralty not continuing a pension if compensa- 
tion could be obtained from the wrongdoer. For it is difficult to believe 
that a public department would put on the taxpayer a burden which should 
be discharged by the wrongdoer whose act caused the death. The appellants, 
who should have supplied the evidence, gave no evidence of any practice 
of the Admiralty not to consider compensation from the wrongdoer in 
assessing the pension. Taking the facts of the case into consideration and 
considering the probabilities of loss and gain, the learned judge should have 
given at least as large a sum as he did give. The judgment below as to 
amount should stand, but the principle of assessment which we have laid 
down will be available for those who have to assess compensation in other 
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| 
Youncrr, L.J., having dealt with the facts and the authorities, said 
that Admiralty payments already made should be brought into account. 
As to future payments they also must be estimated. The learned judge | 
below has adopted a wrong principle of conclusion. In assessing the 
compensation at £1,000 he has not enumerated the items on the debit side 
of the amount claimed. But after making the fullest allowance in respect 
of pension money and separation allowance received and to be received 
by the plaintiffs, £1,000, divided as the learned judge has done, by no 
means exceeds the expectation of pecuniary advantage they had from the 
continuance of the life of the deceased. The judgment as to amount would 
stand. It is only open to criticism in respect of the principles on which the 
learned judge’s conclusions were based. Appeal dismissed.—CouNSEL : 
Stuart Bevan, K.C., and Balloch; Sir E. Pollock, 8..G., and Ricketts. 
Soicrrors: Parker, Garrett & Co. ; The Treasury Solicitor. | 
{Reported by T. W. Moraan, Barrister-at-Law.] 








In Parliament. 
House of Commons. 


Questions. 


RENT RESTRICTION ACT, 
Colonel Burn (Torquay) asked the Minister of Health how long it is 
intended that the Rent Restriction Act shall remain in operation ? 
Sir A. Monn: It is provided in the Act that it shall continue in force 
until 24th June, 1923. 





STARVATION (DEATHS). 


Mr. R. Ricuarpson (Houghton-le-Spring) asked the Minister of Health 
if he will issue a return showing the number of deaths from starvation | 
during the past year ? 

Sir A. Monn: In former years special returns were made, but they were | 
unsatisfactory and have been discontinued. If there were any deaths | 
from starvation during the past year they will be recorded in the annual 


report of the Registrar-General. 








MAINTENANCE ORDERS (CANADA). 


Mrs. WINTRINGHAM (Louth) asked the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether reciprocal arrangements have been made with the Dominion of 
@anada for the enforcement of maintenance orders under the Maintenance 
Orders (Facilities for Enforcement) Act, 1920; and, if not, whether steps | 
are being taken to make such reciprocal arrangements ? 

Mr. CaurcHILL: It is necessary for reciprocal legislation to be passed | 
in Canada before maintenance orders under the Act referred to can be | 
enforced in any part of the Dominion. I understand that the matter is | 
under the consideration of several of the Provincial Governments, but so far 
as I am aware, the necessary legislation has not yet been passed in any of | 
the provinces. 





COMMITTEE ON TRUSTS. 


Mr. J. Davison (Smethwick) asked the President of the Board of Trade | 
whether he is aware that there is still a widespread demand on the part 
of the public for copies of the Report of the Committee on Trusts (Cmd, 9236, 
1919), and that the Report is out of print ; and whether he will give instruc- 
tions for it to be reprinted ? 

Mr. Youna: I understand that a demand for the Report mentioned by 
the hon. Member exists, and I have arranged accordingly for the reprinting 
of a limited edition, 








MILK LEVY (LITIGATION). 


Mr. Hurp (Frome) asked the Attorney-General what has been the | 
expenditure of public money to date upon the litigation begun 13 months | 
ago at the instance of the Crown in defence of the Food Controller’s levy 
upon milk producers in the south-western counties, which the Court of | 
Appeal declares to have been illegal and unconstitutional ; and whether, | 
in the interests both of national economy and agricultural production, this | 
litigation will now be ended ? 

Sir G. Hewart: The case apparently referred to in the question involves | 
a sum of at least £250,000, and in the King’s Bench Division was decided | 
in favour of the Food Controller. That decision was reversed on appeal, | 
and the taxed costs of the defendants in the Court of Appeal and in the 
Court below, amounting to £1,135, have been paid to them by the Food 
Department of the Board of Trade. The costs incurred by the Food 
Department itself up to yesterday amount to £880. It is hoped by a 
successful appeal to the House of Lords not only to retrieve all these costs 
but also to secure the capital sum of £250,000. (22nd February.) 





CLONES INQUIRY. 


Earl Wixterton (Horsham) (by Private Noticz) asked the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether he is in a position to make any statement 





with regard to the Clones inquiry ? 





Mr. Cuurcurtt: I am glad to be able to inform the House that, with 
the concurrence of the Provisional Government and the Government of 
North of Ireland, Mr. Justice McCardie has been selected to conduct this 
inquiry and has agreed to give his services. It is hoped that the necessary 
arrangements will be made in time to enable the inquiry to begin early 
next week, 





SAFEGUARDING OF INDUSTRIES ACT. 


Mr. Kizzy (Stepney) asked the Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
another referee has now been appointed to consider objections to the 
commodities included in the list of articles published by the Board of Trade 
under the Safeguarding of Industries Act ; if so, can he state if any salary 


| or fee has yet been paid; and under what authority or Vote this will 


appear ? 

Sir R. Horne: No additional referee has been appointed to consider 
objections of the nature described, which arise under s. 1 (5) of the 
Act. The Lord Chancellor has appointed Mr. Gerard M. T. Hildyard, K.C., 
as referee to determine any disputes arising under ss. 1 (4), 10, or 11 
of the Act. Payment of Mr. Hildyard’s fees will be made out of the Vote 
for the Customs and Excise Department, but, so far, no fees have been paid. 





APPEAL TRIBUNALS (FUNCTION). 


Mr. N. Maciean (Govan) asked the Minister of Pensions what is the 
function of a Pensions Appeal Tribunal or a Medical Appeal Board ; whether 


| it is their duty to decide whether the disability is attributed to or aggravated 


by military service; and whether they have any powers to assess the 


| amount of pension or percentage of disability ? 


Mr. Macruerson: The function of Pensions Appeal Tribunals estab- 
lished under s. 8 of the War Pensions (Administrative Provisions) 
Act, 1919, is to hear and determine appeals against decisions of the Ministry 
refusing entitlement to pension. In the case of final awards made under 
s. 4 of the War Pensions Act, 1921, Pensions Appeal Tribunals, 
modified in constitution for that purpose, hear and decide appeals based 
on dissatisfaction and have power to vary the amount of the award. Ihave 
no control over these bodies, which are established on an independent 
statutory basis under the jurisdiction of the Lord Chancellor. Medical 
Appeal Boards, on the other hand, are Ministry institutions under my control, 


| their duties being to deal with appeals based on dissatisfaction with the 


assessment of disablement by a previous Ministry Survey Board where 
entitlement has already been admitted and the award is not final. 
(23rd February.) 


REGISTRATION OF BUSINESS NAMES. 


Lieut.-Colonel PowNAt (Lewisham, E.) asked the President of the Board 
of Trade how many persons are now employed in connection with the 
Registration of Business Names Act; whether this Department is now 
being run at a loss; if so, of how much annually; and whether, should 
there be a loss, he will consider the possibility of either discontinuing the 
Department or increasing the fees to make it self-supporting ? 

Mr. Batpwin: The number of persons, including messengers, employed 
in the Registry of Business Names is 43. The deficit for the calendar year 
1921, exclusive of rent, rates, stationery and postage, amounted to 
£2,305 7s. 2d. The fees were increased as from the Ist July, 1921, to the 
maximum authorised by the Registration of Business Names Act, 1916; 
and the estimated deficiency for the year 1922 is £1,500. The answer to the 
last part of the question is in the affirmative, but the adoption of either 
course will require legislation. 

Major Macxenziz Woop : Is it considered stiJl necessary to continue the 
registration of businessnames? Is it worth while ? 

Mr. Batpwin: That is probably the reason why the whole matter is 
now being considered. ° 








(27th February.) 


COMMON JURORS (EXPENSES). 


Captain Tupor-Rees (Barnstaple) asked the Home Secretary whether 
he is aware of the hardships suffered by common jurors in the discharge 


| of their duties and of the comments thereon that are constantly being 


made by His Majesty’s judges; and whether he will introduce legislation 
embodying the recommendations of the Mersey Departmental Committee, 
or at any rate that part of them that has reference to the payment of 
common jurors’ out-of-pocket expenses ? 

Sir J. Barrp: I have seen some complaints and comments on this 
subject. My right hon. Friend would be glad if he could give effect to the 
recommendation of Lord Mersey’s Committee; but it is not possible, as 
matters stand at present, to propose legislation to impose a new charge on 
public funds. (28th February.) 


Bills Presented. 


The Ecclesiastical Tithe Rent-charges (Rates) Bill—‘‘to amend The 
Ecclesiastical Tithe Rent-chaige (Rates) Act, 1920, in respect of the relief 
or abatement to an owner of tithe rent-charge who holds more than one 
benefice”: Mr. Pretyman. [Bill 38.] (22nd February.) 


The Shops (Early Closing) Act (1920) Amendment Bill—“to extend 
the hours during which sweets, chocolates, and certain other articles may 
(23rd February.) 


be sold to the public”; Mr. Macquisten. [Bill 41.] 
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Bills in Progress. 


tead a Second time; and committed to a Standing 
(23rd February.) 


Pawnbrokers Bill. 
Committee. 

Coroners (Emergency Provisions Continuance) Bill [Lords].—Read a 

Second time; and committed to a Committee of the Whole House. 

(27th February.) 

The same.--Considered in Committee ; reported without Amendment ; 

read the Third time, and passed. (28th February.) 








New Orders, &c. 


Supreme Court, England. 
PROCEDURE. 
ProvisionaAL Rutes or tue Surreme Covurr (No. 1), 1922, Daten 
Fesrvuary 20, 1922. 
We, the Rule Committee of the Supreme Court, propose to make the 
following Rules : 
Orpen XXXVI. 
1. Rule 2 of Order XXXVI is hereby annulled and the following Rule 
substituted : 

‘2. In every action cause matter or isshe, unless under the provisions 
of Rule 6 of this Order a trial with a jury is ordered, the mode of trial 
shall be without a jury : 

Provided that 

(a) this Rule is subject to the provisions of the Administration of 
Justice Act, 1920, and that the application under section 2 (1) and the 
signification by the Plaintiff of his desire under section 2 (2) of that 
Act may be made on the hearing of a Summons for Directions, or of 
any notice thereunder or of any Summons ; 

(6) the Court or a Judge may at any time order any action cause 
matter or issue to be tried by a Judge with a jury, or by a Judge sitting 
with Assessors, or by an Official Referee or Special Referee with or 
without Assessors.” 

2. Rule 6 of Order XXXVI is hereby annulled and the following Rule 
substituted :— 

“6. Order for trial with jury.|—In any action cause matter or issue 
other than those mentioned in Rules 3, 4 and 5 of this Order either 
party may within 14 days after the close of the pleadings, or where there 
are no pleadings at the time of or within 14 days after the making of 
the order directing the mode of trial, apply for a trial with a jury, and 

(a) if the action cause matter or issue is one in which fraud is alleged; 
or in which there is a claim in respect of libel, slander, malicious 
prosecution, false imprisonment, seduction or breach of promise, an 
order shall be made for trial with a jury ; 

(5) if the action cause matter or issue be not within (a) an order for 
trial with a jury may be made if the Court or Judge think a-trial with a 
jury desirable. 

Provided that an application under this Rule may by leave of the 
Court or a Judge be made at a later stage than that above mentioned.” 
3. Rule 6a of Order XXXVI and the Rules of the Supreme Court 

(Juries Act), 1918 (S.R. & O., 1918, No. 1619) are hereby annulled. 
Orper LXI. 
4. Rules 1 and 1a of Order LXI are hereby annulled and the following 
Rule substituted : 

“1. The Central Office shall be divided into such Departments and 
Sub-Departments as the Lord Chancellor shall from time to time direct, 
and the business of the Office shall be distributed among the Depart- 
ments and Sub-Departments as the Lord Chancellor shall from time to 
time direct.” 

Orpver LXVI. 
5. In Rule 3a of Order LXVI the words “during the present War 
and for a period of six months thereafter ” shall be struck out. 
6. The following words shall be added at the end of Order LXVI, 
Rule 7 (6): 

“The party printing shall not be required to demand or take such 
copy, but may bring in a copy or print of the depositions made elsewhere 
than in the Central Office to be marked as an Office Copy.” 

Apren pix N, 
7. Fees Nos. 106 and 107 in Appendix N are annulled and the following 
fees substituted : 








properly paid to the printer not exceeding 


* 106. And for printing, the amount actually and | 
(a) Where the number of folios does not exceed 


twenty .. oe oe oe os 1/03 010 3 0 
(6) Where the number of folios exceedstwenty ..|0 2 9/0 2 9 
107. And in addition for every ten copies beyond 


the first twenty copies at per folio .. oso il@ @ Bie 8 


8. In the fees Nos. 198 and 200 in Appendix N 2s. shall be substituted 
for le. 6d. and 1s, 4d. for 1s. respectively. 

9. These Rules may be cited as the Provisional Rules of the Supreme 
Court (No. 1), 1922. 

And we, the Rule Committee, hereby certify that on account of urgency 
the said Rules should come into operation on the Ist day of March, 1922, 
and we hereby make the said Rules to come into operation on that day as 
Provisional Rules. 

Dated the 20th day of February, 1922. 
Birkenhead, C. 
Sterndale, M.R. 
Henry E. Duke, P. 
Charles H. Sargant, J. 
P. Ogden Lawrence, J. 


A. A. Roche, J. 
T. R. Hughes. 
E. W. Hansell, 
C. H. Morton. 
Roger Gregory. 





Board of Trade Orders. 
GERMAN REPARATION RECOVERY (No. 1) ORDER, 1922. 


1. This Order may be cited as the German Reparation Recovery (No. 1) 
Order, 1922. 

2. Any Article of the following description shall be exempt from the 
provisions of the said Act, that is to say, any Article being a publication 
in the German Language which is proved to the satisfaction of the Com- 
missioners of Customs and Excise to be a periodical publication of a German 
learned Society, or other Scientific or Philosophical periodical publication. 

16th February. (Gazette, 21st February. 





GERMAN REPARATION (No. 2) ORDER, 1922. 


1. This Order may be cited as the German Reparation Recovery (No. 2) 
Order, 1922. 

2. Any article of the following description shall be exempt from the 
provisions of the said Act, that is to say, any article in respect of which it 
is proved to the satisfaction of the Commissioners of Customs and Excise— 

(a) that such article is imported into the United Kingdom for the 
purpose of there undergoing any process of manufacture and thereafter 
being re-exported to Germany $ 

(6) that such article is consigned from Germany direct to the manu- 
facturer in the United Kingdom by whom the said process is to be 
carried out ; 

(c) that such article does not pass into the ownership of any person 
in the United Kingdom and that no payment in respect of it is made to 
Germany ; and in respect of which security has been given by the 
manufacturer to the satisfaction of the said Commissioners that such 
article will be returned to Germany within a period of one month after 
the date of the completion of the said process. 
16th February. (Gazette, 21st February. 


County Court, England. 


PROCEDURE, 
THE COUNTY COURT (No. 1) RULES, 1922. 
/ Dated 20th February, 1922. 


1. These Rules may be cited as the County Court (No. 1) Rules, 1922, 
and shall be read and construed with the County Court Rules, 1903 (S.R. & 
O., 1903, No. 629), as amended. 

An Order and Rule referred to by number in these Rules means the 
Order and Rule so numbered in the County Court Rules, 1903, as amended. 
The County Court Rules, 1903, as amended, shall have effect as further 
amended by these Rules. 


Orper XVI. 


2. In Rule 21 of Order XVI the words “be debarred from defending 
until the order is complied with ” shall be omitted, and the following words 
shall be substituted therefor :-— 

“either be debarred from defending altogether or only be allowed to 
“ defend on such terms as the Court may think fit.” 


Orper XXII. 


3. On and after the date on which section 3 of the Administration of 
Justice Act, 1920, comes into operation :— 
(1) the following words shall be inserted at the beginning of Rule 3 
of Order XXII :— 
** Subject to section 3 of the Administration of Justice Act, 1920.” 
(2) Applications for trial without’a jury.—The following Rule shall 
stand as Rule 3a of Order XXII :— 
** An application for an Order for trial of an action or matter without 
“‘a jury under the power given to the Court or a Judge by section 3 of 
“the Administration of Justice Act, 1920 [10 & 11 Geo. 5, c. 81], may 
‘be made under and in accordance with the provisions of Order XII, 
‘Rule 11, on notice in writing to the opposite party at any time not 
“less than six clear days before the return day, and, if not so made, 
“shall not subsequently be made except with the leave of the Court 








“or Judge and on such terms as the Court or Judge may think fit.” 
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(3) the following paragraph shall be added at the end of Rule 5 of 
Order XXII :— 


**(4) In the event of an order being made for trial of the action 
“or matter without a jury after a jury has been summoned, the 
“registrar shall act as hereinbefore provided in paragraph (1) of 
“this Rule in the case of settlement or withdrawal.” 


Orper XXII. 


4. In paragraph (1) of Rule 1 of Order XXIIz. proviso (i) shall be 
omitted, and provisos (ii) and (iii) shall be re-numbered so as to stand as 
provisos (i) and (ii) respectively. 

OrpER XXV. 


5. Rule 66 of Order XXV is hereby annulled and the following Rule 
shall stand in lieu thereof : 
“ Where in an action of ejectment under section 59 of the principal 

* Act, or in an action for the recovery of possession under section 138 or 

“section 139 of the same Act, judgment is given for the recovery of 
, “possession (with or without rent or mesne profits) and costs, there 

“may be either one warrant or separate warrants of execution for 

“recovery of possession, for rent and mesne profits and for costs, at the 

“election of the plaintiff.” 

6. In Forms 249, 250, 257, 259, 266 and 270 in Part I of the Appendix, 
after the word “ warrant” in the note at the foot of each form, the words 
“or warrants” shall be inserted ; and also in the note at the foot of 
Form 249 aforesaid the words “‘if you do not give such possession ”’ shall 
be omitted, and the following words shall be inserted in substitution 
therefor :— 

“if possession be not given and payment made as above ordered.” 

7. In Form 252 in Part I of the Appendix a claim for rent or mesne 
profits may be added to this Form as in Form 247. 

We, the undersigned persons appointed by the Lord Chancellor pursuant 
to section one hundred and sixty-four of the County Courts Act, 1888, 
and section twenty-four of the County Courts Act, 1919, to frame Rules 
and Orders for regulating the practice of the Courts and forms of proceedings 
therein, having by virtue of the powers vested in us in this behalf framed 
the foregoing Rules, do hereby certify the same under our hands and submit 
them to the Lord Chancellor accordingly. 

Edward Bray, 
T’. C. Granger. 
W. M. Cann. 
J. W. McCarthy. 


Approved by the Rules Committee of the Supreme Court. 


Claud Schuster, 
Secretary. 





J. J. Parfitt, 
Arthur L. Lowe. 
A. H. Coley. 


I allow these Rules, which shall come into force on the Ist day of March, 
1922. 
Birkenhead, C. 
Dated the 20th day of February, 1922. 








Societies. 
The City of London Solicitors’ Company. 


The City of London Solicitors’ Company gave a dinner on Tuesday night 
at the Mansion House at which the Lord Chancellor was present. Mr. Lloyd 
George, who was to have been present, was unable to attend. 

The Master of the Company, Mr. T. H. WRENsTED, presided, and among 
those present were :— 

The Lord Mayor (Sir John Baddeley), Lord Sterndale, Sir Laming 
Worthington-Evans, Mr. J. J. D. Botterell, Lord Morris, Sir H. E. Duke, 
Lord Justice Younger, Mr. Justice Sargant, Mr. Justice Atkin, Sir Wiiles 
Chitty, Master Bloxam, Judge Barnard Lailey, Sir Ernest Pollock (Solicitor- 
General), Mr. J. C. Holmes, Lord Riddell, Sir Thomas Berridge, Lord 
Dawson of Penn, Mr. Stanley Machin, Mr. Sheriff G. Mills McKay, Sir Claud 
Schuster, Colonel H. Stuart-Sankey, Mr. G. L. F. McNair, Mr. R. A. Wright, 
K.C., Mr. T. R. Hughes, K.C., Mr. Stuart-Bevan, K.C., Mr. Gerald F. 
Hohler, K.C., Sir Edward Marshall Hall, K.C., Sir James Martin, Sir George 
Wyatt Truscott, Mr. J. Wreford Budd, Sir Homewood Crawford, Sir Wilfred 
Atlay, Sheriff H. J. de Courcy Moore, Mr. George Cosens, Mr. Sydney C. 
Scott, Sir Andrew Caird, Mr. E. R. Cook, Mr. M. L. Gwyer, Mr. T. H. Barnes, 
Mr. J. Montague Haslip, Sir Herbert Trustram Eve, Mr. E. B. Baggallay, 
Sir Arthur Whinney, Mr. Dighton Pollock, Sir Chartres Biron, Sir Frank 
Newnes, Under-Sherifis T. Howard Deighton and A. C. Knight, and 
Mr. E. B. V. Christian. 

The Master, in proposing the toasts of ‘‘ The King” and “ The Royal 
Family,”’ asked the company to express congratulations to the Royal bride 
of the day and Lord Lascelles, and to the King and Queen on the happy 
marriage of Princess Mary. 

Mr. P. C. C. Francis, a Past Warden, proposed the “ Houses of 
Parliament.” 

Lord BirKENHEAD, in replying, said that perhaps the most remarkable 
fact in these strange and tragic years which had followed the moment of 
the greatest military triumph in our history was to be found in the resiliency 
and buoyancy which the City of London had displayed. If three years 





THE HOSPITAL FOR SICK CHILDREN, 


GREAT ORMOND STREET, LONDON W.C.1. 


ENGLAND’S GREATEST ASSET IS 
HER CHILDREN. 


\HE need for greater effort to counterbalance the 

drain of War upon the manhood of the Nation, 
by saving infant life for the future welfare of the 
sritish Empire, compels the Committee of The Hospital 
for Sick Children, Great Ormond Street, London, W.C.1, 
to plead most earnestly for increased support for the 
National work this Hospital is performing in the 
preservation of child life. 

The children of the Nation can truthfully be said to 
be the greatest asset the Kingdom possesses, yet the 
mortality among babies is still appalling. 
| on 71 years this Hospital has been the means of 

saving or restoring the lives and health of hundreds 
of thousands of Children, and of instructing Mothers in 
the knowledge of looking after their children. 
£17,000 has to be raised every year 
to keep the Hospital out of debt. 


Forms of Gift by Will to this Hospital can be 
obtained on application to— 


JAMES McKAY, Acting Secretary. 
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ago anybody had contrasted the financial conditions and the relative 
financial resources of this country and the United States of America, he 
must have felt some apprehensions as to whether we might still retain in 
London the central nerve of the finance of the world. No one knew how 
many perils had been met and successfully overcome in the past three years 
except those on whom the responsibility of taking decisions had devolved. 
The Government, like other Governments before them, had been the target 
of attacks, and in a disappointed and disillusioned world he entertained 
no surprise at this circumstance. Whatever men had attempted once again 
to set the Government of the nation upon the path through a devastated 
desert towards the goal of prosperity would have been bitterly assailed and 
criticized. 

The Government might claim to have recorded certain moderate achieve- 
ments. He had never attempted to put them too high, but they might 
at least claim that they had rejected the primrose path of delusive and 
unsound finance. If the financial tradition of British statesmen had 
permitted, they might have yielded to the attractive formula that posterity 
had done little for us, and there was no particular reason why we should 
sacrifice ourselves to posterity, and have procured some immediate and 
fugitive alleviation of the burdens that oppressed every one of us to-day. 
As a Government they would perhaps have been less unpopular than in 
many quarters they were to-day, but at what a cost to the country and to 
the fundamental principles of finance. 

Different nations had different conceptions of what their financial 
traditions permitted. It was well known that for seven years after the 
Franco-Prussian War French Budgets never balanced, in consequence of an 
immense effort to pay off the Prussian indemnity. It was estimated by 
most competent financiers in France that it might be fourteen or fifteen 
years before budgets were again balanced in France. Rightly or wrongly, 
we had followed a different course. For five years we carried the principal 
burden of the war; we staked everything we possessed; we mortgaged 
recklessly and proudly the whole future of our people on a quarrel which 
we believed to be vital to the maintenance of the honour and security of 
our Empire. All that we did without counting the cost. 

“So comes the reck’ning 
The dreadful reck’ning, and men smile no more.” 

What was the result to-day ? We had maintained our exchange in a 
condition which was in itself the most prolific source of our hopes in the 
present and our expectation in the future. He was informed by those who 
understood the position better than he did that the financial supremacy 
of the City was being maintained, and would be maintained. 

The immediate subject of the toast was the Houses of Parliament. He 
knew them both in their strength and in their weakness. You might 
have a good House of Commons or a bad one, but it was no good to attack 
a particular House of Commons. That House represented the mood and 
wishes of the electorate. But he urged them not to stand aloof from 
politics, Politics was the most noble art to which the patriotic citizen 
could devote his exertions and intellect, because it was the art of govern- 
ment. But there was a rival now to the “influence ” of Parliament. He 
said quite plainly, that while not blind to the deficiences of Parliament, he 
was very much alive to the disadvantages of being governed by the Press. 
They had all had opportunities in the last three years of seeing the genesis, 
the maturity, and perhaps the decease of what was known as the political 
“stunt.” Sometimes it dealt with the Geddes Axe, sometimes with 
Palestine or Mesopotamia. It never proceeded on 4 basis of logic or reason, 
but by gradually working a case out day by day by the simple method 
of enlisting in its presentation everything that was prejudicial and that 
might cloud judgment, and by suppressing every argument which could 
be urged by the other side. He would prefer the worst House of Commons 
in which he had ever sat to the judgments that were written to order in the 
daily press. In Parliament there was at least balanced debate by able men, 
and when a case was made by one side it was answered by the other. Let 
them, therefore, while reserving their judgment of the present House of 
Commons and House of Lords, clearly conclude that if they were to carry 
the ship of State, as he confidently believed they would, through tempestuous 
seas into harbour, they must pin their faith to the old institutions which the 
constitutional sanity of their forefathers created, and which they contributed 
as a model to the civilized world. Let them reject, on the one hand, 
Ss by the Press, attempts by cartoons and headlines to divert 

inisters and others responsible from their duties, and let them equally 
reject the counsels, mad and revolutionary, of those who would ask them to 
substitute Sovietism or direct action for the mature deliberations of the 
Mother of Parliaments. 

Whether the present Government or others were responsible in the next 
three or four years that lay before us, it should be recognised that these 
years would not be less anxious than the three years which had followed 








the Armistice. We had so far escaped disaster, though we had never 
for a moment been free from anxiety. Of this he was sure, that, if we were 
to pass through these years and through the perplexing problems which 
beset the path of statecraft, the country would require the co-operation 


and goodwill of all men who wished their country well. Ifit should happen | 


that new leaders were to arise who would possess the confidence of the 
country and the support of Parliament, this at least was certain—that he 
and his colleagues who knew the difficulties and had confronted them, and 
surmounted many of them, would give them less grudging help than had 
been given to themselves. 

Sir Lamrna Worrurneton-Evans (Secretary of State for War), who 
also replied, said that the Lord Chancellor had not in the least exaggerated 
the most excellent financial record of the Government. The Houses of 
Parliament really did retain the respect of all thinking people as an institu. 
tion. Others had tried to find other institutions to take their place. The 
Communists even at this moment fancied, copying their cousins the 
Bolshevists, that they might find some other institution more easily con- 
trolled by them, perhaps, to take its place. But no one ever went out to 
break Parliament, but in the end Parliament broke him, and so the Come 
munists would find if they ever put it to the test. But it was when they 
came, not to the defence of the institution as an institution, but to the 
defence of the individual members of the Houses of Parliament that the 
fun began. They were all trained now to defend themselves from attacks, 
some fair and some unfair, but attacks that were continuous, and after a 
time, he supposed, one got a little thick-skinned. He knew that the 
practising solicitor was frightfully thin-skinned about anything said in 
public; but after about ten or twelve years of Parliament, one grew an 
extra hide and cared much less about what people said in public or in 
the Press about one. Their society had no cause for complaint. Solicitors 
were coming along into Parliament, and he noted the arrival of each one 
with interest. One arrived (not because one wished it, perhaps, but that 
was purely party feeling) from Cornwall the other day, and they were now 
in considerable force in the House of Commons, and some of those old 
grievances that they used to suffer of the inequalities between the two 


| branches of the profession would some day be righted when they came into 











their own in the House of Commons. At the moment they had two of 
their members in the Cabinet. One was the Prime Minister, a proud 
position for any solicitor. But they should not imagine that life in ofice 
was allfun. He thought he used to work fairly hard in his old profession, 
but he could assure them that, although the pay was low in the House 
of Commons, the work was harder and the hours were longer. He could 
not say that it was less interesting. He believed their profession was the 
most interesting of the two branches—so far as money was concerned, 
perhaps they said they did not get their fair share—but he could assure 
them that if they changed it for the House of Commons they would find 
they would get a greater share of work and a lower share of emolument, 

Mr. J. Monracue Has.ip, J.P. (Junior Warden) gave the toast of “ The 
Legal Profession.” 

Lord SternDa.ez, Master of the Rolls, replying, said he was glad to find 
that the legal profession in all its branches was extremely prosperous 
and happy. It had the great advantage that the public could not do 
without it. Referring to the economy policy of the Government, he said 
that the Committee, in their final report, could not recommend, in connexion 
with legal matters, anything that could be pruned off except a few circuit 
towns. On the question of getting rid of circuit towns which had 
out-lived their necessity and usefulness, the legal profession had not been 
obstructive. He still thought that the waste of time and money on circuit 
had been very much exaggerated, but he did not believe anyone could 
doubt that some reform and some modification was required. But in 
reforming, let them remember that there were other places in England 
besides London. The smaller man was entitled to consideration if he wanted 
his case tried. Tho greatest testimony to the value which the country 
attached to the judges was that whenever it wanted a difficulty inquired 
into it always had a judge to preside over the inquiry. He did not hope 
that that would go on, because it interfered with the proper business of the 
judges, but still it was a great compliment to them. 

Sm Ernest Pottock, Solicitor-General, who also responded, said their 
great profession was looked up to and envied by all countries in the world. 
Whether they belonged to the Bar or the solicitors’ side, they might be 
grateful that they belonged to the great profession of the law. 

Mr. J. J. D. Borrerety, the President of The Law Society, also replied. 

Mr. E. B. Baaaattay, J.P. (Senior Warden) proposed ‘“ The Visitors,” 
and Lord Dawson or PENN replied. 

Sir Henry Duke, President of the Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division, gave ‘‘ The City of London Solicitors’ Company and the Health 
of the Masters and Wardens.” He said the solicitors of London commanded 
a credit which could not be surpassed in the history of the world. There 
never was a time in living history when the men of law in the City of 
London stood higher than they did to-day, 

The Master responded. 





At Marylebone Police Court on 27th February, Thomas Wennell, 21, 
coal porter, of Modena Street, Paddington, was sentenced by Mr. Leycester 
to six months’ imprisonment with hard labour on two charges of assaulting 
the police. It was stated that a girl named Louisa Pearce, aged 16, forced 
her way through a large hostile crowd, and on reaching the side of a prostrate 
constable, blew his whistle. For this conduct she was warmly commended 
by the magistrate, 
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United Law Society. 
A meeting was held in the Middle Temple Common Room on Monday, 
the 27th February, Mr. C. P. Blackwell in the chair. 
Mr. Neville Tebbutt moved :— 

“That a reasonable belief by the defendant in the truth of a statement 
complained of should in all cases be a good defence to an action for 
defamation.” 

Mr. J. S. Neave opposed. 

Messrs. B. K. Mehra, G. B. Burke, F. H. Butcher, H. V. Rabagliati 
and H. O. Driver, having spoken, Mr. Tebbutt replied. 

The motion was then put to the House and was lost by four votes. 





The Newcastle-upon-Tyne Incorporated Law 
Society. 
WAR MEMORIAL. ° 

The War Memorial to Members of the Society and Articled Clerks of 
Members placed on the wall of the Society’s Library was unveiled at an 
extraordinary general meeting of the Society by Mr. Justice Bray, accom- 
panied by Mr. Justice McCardie, on 23rd February, in the presence of a 
large number of members, articled clerks, and relatives of those who had 
fallen. A large number of members of the Society, articled clerks and 
relatives of the fallen were present. 

Mr. Corder, the President of the Society, says the Newcastle Chronicle, 
said they were met that afternoon to do honour in a very simple manner 
to those of their brethren and their articled pupils who fought in the Great 





War, and to do something in memory of the great services which they | 


rendered. That memorial, he thought, would serve, whenever they entered 
that library, to remind them of that gallant company whose sacrifices and 
whose services were there recorded. 

Mr. Justice Bray, prior to releasing the shroud which covered the tablet, 
said he was glad that the Society had done honour to the men who fought 
for us in the Great War. The debt we owed these men was a very great 
one. We had only got to think for a moment of what would have happened 
if, instead of the splendid victory we won, we had met with defeat. France 
would have been trampled in the dust, Germany would probably have 
taken possession of Belgium and the North Coast. That was what would 
have happened and that was what these men have helped to save us from. 
It was clearly fitting that something should be done in their honour. 

His Lordship then released the veil, after which those present stood in 
silence for a few moments. 

Mr. Robert Pybus expressed on behalf of the members their sense of 


| a Committee, on which the Treasury is represented. 


gratitude to his lordship and appreciation of his kindness in honouring the | 


Soviety by performing the ceremony. 

The memorial consists of a list of 52 names of solicitors, of whom seven 
have fallen, and a list of 43 names of articled clerks, of whom 13 have fallen. 
These names are recorded on vellum, with a hand-painted border scroll 
enclosed in a carved oak frame. 

The memorial has been designed and executed by Miss Crone, of 
Armstrong College, and shows great skill and good taste on the part of the 
artist. 

The frame has been fashioned in English oak by Messrs. Hughes & Son, 
to a design of Mr. R. Burns Dick. 

The names of those who are commemorated are : 

Members of the Society :—Foster M. Armstrong, 4th North. Howitzer 


Brigade, R.F.A., Major; Maurice Cridland Hill, 5th N.F., 2nd Lieut. ; | 


Robert E. B. Lisle, 8th D.L.1., Major; Henry K. Lockhart, M.C. Section, 
R.E., Corporal; John W. Merivale, 7th N.F., Captain; John G, Todd, 
24th N.F., Captain; Charles L. Wilkinson, Ith North. Brigade, D.S8.0O., 
Major. 

Articled Clerks :—Louis F. Byrne, N.F., Lieut. ; Cedric H. Daggett, M.C., 
N.F., Captain ; William O. Forster, 8th D.L.I., Lieut.; Cedric E. Fox, 
R.A.F., 2nd Lieut. ; James W. Fryar, N.F., 2nd Lieut. ; John W. Marshall, 
M.C., N.F., Lieut.; Edward H. Moore, Y. & L., Lieut.; William A. R. 
Morrison, K.R.R., Private; Victor Pinnington, N.F., 2nd Lieut.; Harold 
R. Pybus, 4th D.L.L., Lieut.; Francis J. M. Shaw, Sherwood Foresters, 
Lieut.; Vivian F. Stewart, R.A.F., 2nd Lieut.; Hilton R. Telford, N.F., 
Lieut. 








The Third Report of the Committee 


on National Expenditure. 


LEGAL SERVICES. 

The following are extracts from the Report. They are supplemental 
to figures and observations which we include in the article on the subject in 
another column :— 

Supreme Court oF JUDICATURE. 


We are informed that when the Schedule of Court Fees was originally 
fixed in 1884 the principle was accepted that the total receipts from fees 
should be sufficient to cover the total expenses of the Court, excluding the 
salaries and pensions of the Judges, amounting in 1920/21 to £208,769. 
It will be seen that the present receipts fall far short of this basis. We 


Tecognise that it would not be justifiable to make the cost of justice unduly | business and would increase, rather than reduce the present deficit, 





ALL CLASSES OF ANNUITIES. 


The Sun Life of Canada specialises in Annuities. 
It offers advantages not obtainable from any 
other first-class Company. An especial feature is 
the granting of more favourable terms to impaired 
lives. All classes of Annuities are dealt in— 
Immediate, Joint Life, Deferred and Educational ; 
also Annuities to meet individual circumstances. 
WRITE TO THE MANAGER, J. F. JUNKIN, 


SUN LIFE ASSURANCE 
COMPANY OF CANADA, 


15, CANADA HOUSE, NORFOLK STREET, LONDON, W.C.2, 

















expensive to the litigant, and we do not consider that the cost of criminal 


| justice (£58,291 in 1920/21) or of Pensions Appeal Tribunals (£39,714 in 


1920/21) should be charged to fees taken for civil proceedings; but we 
see no reason why the remaining expenditure should not be met by fees. 
Ve understand that some increase of fees was imposed in July, 1920, and 
that a Committee set up by the Lord Chancellor has recently recommended 
a revised scale, which has been adopted, and is estimated to increase the 
receipts by about £70,000 a year. 

We are informed that the organisation and staffing of the various Depart- 
ments of the Supreme Court have been, or are now being, investigated by 
On the recommenda- 
tion of the Committee, economies amounting to about £30,000 per annum 
in salaries, excluding bonus, have been effected, and it is expected that 
some further reductions may be obtained in the Principal Probate Registry, 
which is now under investigation. In these circumstances, and in view 
of the figures of work given above, we do not make any recommendation 
on this head, 

5. Considerable economy might, however, be secured if the District 

Registrarships of all the Divisions of the High Court in one particular 
district were concentrated in the hands of the County Court Registrar 
where that officer is a full time pensionable Civil Servant. The County 
Court Registrars at present frequently have High Court jurisdiction, with 
the exception of Probate, but for Probate work a separate Registrar is 
at present always appointed by the President of the Probate Division, the 
other appointments being in the hands of the Lord Chancellor. 

District Probate Registries cost at present nearly £70,000 a year in staff 
alone, and the Probate Registrars are also in receipt of additional remunera- 
tion by way of fees for “ agency business.”” It is suggested that the posts 
of District Probate Registrar should be combined with the other Registrar- 
ships, in which case a very considerable proportion of these salaries could 
be saved to the State. 

6. In view of the need for economy we recommend that further con- 
sideration should be given to the omission from Circuit of Towns, at which 
there is little or no business at Assizes. In certain of the towns in question 
there is no longer a gaol, and persons have to be fetched at considerable 
expense from the nearest gaol for trialand taken back again. The reduction 
would also result in a substantial saving of Judges’ time and expenses. 
We understand that the Lord Chancellor fully concurs in the desirability 
of reform in this direction. 

Pustic TRUSTEE, 


Taking the work as a whole, i.e., including “Custodian of Enemy 
Property,” it will be seen that the fees from Enemy Property work, after 
making good the deficit of £70,000 (in 1921 /22) and £61,000 (estimated for 
1922/23), on the work of the Public Trustee proper, still provide to the 
Exchequer surpluses of £99,990 in 1921 /22 and £43,845 estimated in 1922 /23. 

Although, hitherto, by means of this recoupment, the Public Trustee 
work proper has not shown a deficit, we are of opinion that it is an un- 
satisfactory arrangement which conceals the fact that the Public Trustee 
work proper is being conducted at a loss, viz., of £70,000 (in 1921 /22) and 
of £61,000 (estimated for 1922/23). 

If the position in 1922/23 were really going to be as serious as the 
Provisional Estimate suggests, we should have considered recommending 
the abolition of the Department, as we deprecate a State subsidy to a 
Department which renders legal services to private individuals, 

The position, however, is materially altered by the revised Estimate 
which the Public Trustee has now furnished. 

Instead of anticipating a deficit on Public Trustee work proper of 
£70,000 for 1921 /22, he is of opinion that the deficit will only be £50,000. 

As regards 1922/23, instead of anticipating a deficit of £61,000 he has 
informed us that he is reasonably confident that, in the absence of unforeseen 
difficulties, he can eliminate the deficit by a reduction of expenditure, 
provided there is a reasonable intake of new business. At the same time, 
he is strongly of opinion that any increase of fees would only drive away 
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CONCLUSION, 

In these circumstances, we recommend that the plan proposed by the 
Public Trustee should be given a trial for the year 1922/23 on the under- 
standing that he will effect such reductions of expenditure as will enable 
him to attain and preserve the equilibrium which he anticipates of 
expenditure and revenue on his Public Trustee work proper, 

The result of this recommendation would be that in 1922/23, instead of 
requiring £61,000 from Enemy Property fees to balance his Public Trustee 
work expenditure, no such extraneous assistance will be required, 

The estimated surplus in the whole Department for 1922/23, instead of 
being only £43,845,would thus be increased by £61,000 to a total of 
£104,845, which sum should, in our opinion, be transferred to the 
Exchequer, and not held in a Suspense Account, which though convenient, 
has had the effect of obscuring the fact that this work has resulted in a 
charge on the Taxpayer. 


COUNTY COURTS. 

2. For many years the Exchequer has borne the cost of Court buildings 
and the salaries and pensions of the Judges, but these are not included in this 
Vote. Before the war the remaining expenses of the County Courts were, 
roughly speaking, balanced by the fees received. It has been explained 
to us that this state of equilibrium was fortuitous and we have found, in 
our examination, that the balance has now been altogether upset as the 
result of the war, and the present position of the County Courts, both as 
regards finance and staffing, is felt by the Lord Chancellor to be most 
unsatisfactory. 

3. The history of the County Courts during the war shows a progressive 
decline in remunerative business and, indeed, all the social conditions 
which obtained during the war, coupled with moratorium and emergency 
legislation, resulted in a practical cessation of that kind of litigation which 
used to prove remunerative to the County Courts. This state of affairs is 
illustrated by the following figures showing, for various years, the revenue 
received in fees and fines : 


1909 .. - ae . .. £511,000 
1913 —iw«. ve es as .. £471,000 
1914 .. oa os ee .. £373,000 


1918... ee oe - -» £152,000 

We are informed there are already signs of a revival of litigation in the 
County Courts, but even so the present fees would fail to meet current 
expenditure. 

For the vear 1921/22 the income has exceeded estimate and will be 
£400,000, as against an actual expenditure of £678,000—a deficit of £278,000. 

In addition to this unsatisfactory financial position, we are informed 
that the method and scale of the staffing of the County Courts demands 
immediate revision if efficiency, which will result in economy, is to be 
secured, 

There are only two ways of redressing the balance between the revenue 
of the Courts and their expenditure. They are : (1) by an increase of fees, 
and (2) by a reorganisation of the staff. 

4. Increase of Fees.—We understand that, at the present moment, a 
Committee appointed by the Lord Chancellor is considering “ what additions 
should, with due regard to the interest of litigants, be made to the fees 
charged, whether by increase of the existing fees or by the introduction of 
new ones.”” As this matter is at present under consideration we limit our 
remarks on this subject to an expression of hope that the Committee will 
be able to report very shortly. 

It has been brought to our notice that no fees are levied in the County 
Courts in respect of Workmen’s Compensation Act business previous to 
the Award. 

We are informed that the work is arduous and increasing, and adds much 
to the business of the Courts—so much so that the Treasury has been 
compelled to allow a special series of fees to the Registrars, though unable 
to obtain anything from the litigants. The work is therefore a net loss to 
the Exchequer. 

However justifiable this provision may have been, we are informed that 
now, in practically every instance a workman’s Union takes up his case for 
him, and the difficulty of obtaining the small sum required to initiate an 
action is not felt. We doubt, therefore, if there is now any justification for 
imposing this extra burden on the Taxpayer. 

The reasons for a thange in the system are particularly strong in the 
present case, where the fees are not sufficient to balance the expenditure of 
the Courts. We think that the attention of the Committee, which is now 
considering the fees in County Courts, should be directed to this point, and 
that, if they so recommend, the necessary powers should be obtained. 

5. Reorganisation of Staff.—As stated above, the remuneration and the 
conditions of employment of the staffs of the County Courts have been 
regarded as unsatisfactory for some time past. In 1920, a Committee 
under the Chairmanship of Mr. Rigby Swift, K.C., enquired into the whole 
matter and made important recommendations about : 

(a) Remuneration and status of Registrars, Clerks and Bailiffs ; 

(6) Closing down certain small Courts ; and 

(c) Combining or grouping the office of Registrar in a number of Courts. 
As regards (6) and (c), we understand that the Lord Chancellor has 


already taken steps and contemplates further economies in these directions, 
He has abolished 13 Court Districts, grouped 18 Courts and kept staff 
vacancies unfilled. 

As regards the major recommendation of Mr. Rigby Swift’s Committee, 
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we understand that any reform of this kind will be fully considered as soon 
as the whole administration of the County Courts and the Finance Staff 
have been transferred to the Department of the Lord Chancellor. This 
transfer will, we are told, be effected almost immediately. Without wishing 
to prejudge the consideration which will thus shortly be given to the 
remuneration and status of the staffs of the County Courts, we strongly 
recommend that anything which may be done to give “ established ”’ Ciyi] 
Service status to Registrars and their staffs in the County Courts, with the 
object of increasing efficiency, should be accompanied by a reduction of 
the present numbers of staff and an equivalent saving upon the expenditure 
of the County Courts as a whole. 
ConcLusIon. 

We recommend that steps should be taken at the earliest possible moment 
to restore the financial position and to reorganise the stafting of the County 
Courts, in view of the great dislocation caused by the war in a system which 
was, long before the war, archaic and unbusinesslike. It is impossible to 
recommend any,reduction in the Estimate which would be other than a 
mere guess and might involve the necessity of a Supplementary Estimate, 
In these circumstances, we recommend that the Lord Chancellor be asked 
to present, before the end of the year, a Report to be laid before Parliament 
on the subject of the increase in the scale of fees and the “ establishment ” 
of the staff, in order that Parliament may be afforded an opportunity of 
ascertaining what progress shall then have been made in these directions, 








Increase in City Fires since 
the War. 


Dr. Waldo, the City of London Coroner, says The Times, in summing 
up to the jury investigating the recent fire at 5, New Union-street, Cripple- 
gate, City, E.C., under the Special City Fire Act, said that during the past 
few years, especially since the Armistice, the number of fires in the City 
reported (many of them incendiary in origin) had greatly increased, together 
with his personal inquiries, which included visits to the premises burnt, 
as well as public inquests with juries. 

The years 1920 and 1921, for instance, had been “ records ” for the past 
twenty years. During 192] as many as 236 fires had been fully investigated 
by him, and there had been twenty-five public fire inquests by juries 
before him, The latter was the largest number ever held since the Act 
first came into force in 1888. 

Fires in the City had continuously decreased in number and severity 
year by year up to the time of the war, and had it not been for the deterrent 
action of the City Fire Act there would have been still more fires during 
the past three years. 

The most common cause of fires during 1921, as in former years, was 
the careless throwing down of a light, often associated with smoking, 
especially cigarettes. This act accounted for between one-third and one: 
half of the fires occurring in the City. 

In Dr. Waldo’s Annual Return and Report for the year 1921, he says: 
“In all cases of violent death I am still a believer in the constitutional 
and popular pre-war method of sitting in public with a jury, on the principle 
that an intelligent jury—as formed in the City—directed by a coroner, is 
a better and more satisfactory tribunal in the public interest for the 
elucidation of truth than that formed by a coroner sitting alone. Dr. 
Waldo does not approve of the Scotch system—introduced from France— 
of inquiry into deaths and fires, secretly and without a jury, by the 
official known as the Procurator-Fiscal. He does not think such a system 
is adapted to the feelings and temperament of the English, and is of opinion 
that the Scotch are coming round to former methods, inasmuch as they have, 
of late years, passed an Act which enables factory and accident cases to 
be investigated in public by the Sheriff sitting with a jury. Should new 
legislation be introduced in England, Dr. Waldo suggests that coroners 
be allowed to sit without juries only in cases of sudden death, the cause 
of which is unknown, in which class of cases, the post-mortem examination, 
ordered by the coroner, will generally clinch the cause of death as due to 
natural causes. Al] cases of violent death—including suicide—require, 
in the public interest, the presence of a jury—so Dr. Waldo thinks. 








Legal News. 


Dissolution. 


ArtourR MetLtor Bramatt and Sipney Waite, Solicitors (Bramall 
and White), 23, Leadenhall-street, E.C., afterwards at 3, Verulam-buildings, 
Gray’s Inn, W.C., 8th day of March, 1919, in consequence of the appoint- 
ment of the said Sidney White as Town Clerk of Stoke Newington requiring 
all his time. [Gazette, 24th February. 
Appointments. 

The Right Hon, Taomas Brasn Morison, K.C., M.P., Lord Advocate, has 
been appointed to be one of the Senators of His Majesty’s College of Justice 
in Scotland, in place of the late Hon. Lord Dundas. Mr. Morison, who is 54, 
has been Lord Advocate since 1920, and was previously for several years 
Solicitor-General for Scotland, He was called to the Scottish Bar in 1891, 
and to the English Bar in 1899, and has been Sheriff of Fife and Kinross 








on the subject of remuneration and status of Registrars, Clerks and Bailiffs, 


and Chairman of the Fishery Board for Scotland. 
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Mr. Artnur JAcos Asuron, K.C., has been appointed to be a 
Commissioner of Assize to go the North-Eastern Circuit in the place of 
Mr. Justice McCardie. 


The Board of Inland Revenue have appointed Mr. Epwarp RicHarpD 
Harrison to be His Majesty’s Chief Inspector of Stamps and Taxes, in 
succession to Sir Edgar Stanford London, who is retiring from the public 
service. 


General. 


It is stated that at a meeting of the Council of the Manches‘er Association 


‘of Importers and Exporters the report of the Pilferage Committee of the 


Chamber of Shipping, of which extensive extracts were given in T'he Times 
of 6th February, was considered and approved. A letter was addressed by 


‘the Council to the Home Secretary calling particular attention to the 


following passage in the report: ‘‘ Magistrates should be urged to impose 
imprisonment on persons convicted of pilferage ; fines are generally in- 
adequate and, moreover, are usually paid by the delinquent’s mates or 
associates. The magistrates’ power of dealing with persons convicted of 
uplawful possession should be enlarged, and the maximum fines in this 
country should be increased from £5 to £20.” The Council of the Manches‘er 
Association add that they are in agreement with this statement, and “ they 
would urge His Majesty’s Government to take action on the lines 
suggested.” 


The Times correspondent at Wellington in a message of 22nd February 
says: The Supreme Court has acquitted Mr. John Glover, manager of the 
Maoriland Worker, who was charged with a blasphemous libel contained in 
the publication of Mr. Siegfried Sassoon’s poem “ Stand To: Good Friday 
Morn.” Sir John Findlay, who defended, said that the jury was asked 
to say whether the publication was for the purpose of insulting the religious 
community or was a realistic picture of the sufferings of the soldier. 
Mr. Justice Hosking directed the jury that the law against blasphemous 
libel was not to enforce religious doctrine, but to maintain peace and order 
in the community and to enforce respect for things sacred, to prevent 
bitter feelings and breaches of the peace which might arise from malicious 
desecration. The jury’s verdict was Not Guilty, with the addition of a rider 
that such publications should be discouraged. The Times adds that the 
prosecution of Mr. Glover was reported in that paper on 8th December. 





Winding-up Notices. Queen-st., E.C. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. : 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 


CREDITORS MUST SEND IN THEIR CLAIMS TO THE | 
LIQUIDATOR AS NAMED ON OR BEFORE 
THE DATE MENTIONED. 


London Gazette. —F RIDAY, February 24. 





SAVILLE SEcuRITIES Lrp. Mar. 20. William G. Curtis, 
18, Sackville-st., W.1. Clarke (of Crawley) Ltd. 
LAVERSTOCK House Ltp. Mar. 27. Margaret P. Charles, | Gascoll Engineering Co. Ltd. 


Vernon House, Sicilian-av., W.C.1. United Kingdom Dental Co. 


SPRING VALE MANUFACTURING Co. LTD. Mar. 30. Frank (Wholesale) Ltd. 
_ Beattie, 3, York-st., Manchester. _ | Automatic Firearms Ltd. 
THe NOTTINGHAM RUFFORD HoreL Lrp. Mar. 23. Edwin | The Tyee Copper Co. Ltd. 


T. White, 1, Gray’s Inn-sq. 
COMMERCE CLUB Ltp. Mar. 7. G. 
W.C.1. 


The Suvoroff Taman Oilfields 

Gradon, 43, Gower-st., Ltd. 

Craig Colliery Co. Ltd. 

‘The London( Dancing) Amuse - 
ments Ltd. 

The Spring Vale Manufactur- 
ing Co. Ltd. 

| A. G, Scott & Co. Ltd. 

The West Wales Motor Trans- 
port Co. Ltd, 

Forsyth Ltd. 

Charles Mason & Sons Ltd. 


ButTTons COVERED Ltp. Mar. 13. 
63, Temple-row, Birmingham. 

HENRY ASHWELL & Co. LTD. Mar. 21. 
18, Low Pavement, Nottingham. 

STAR PoLisH Co. Lrp. Mar. 16. 
Corporation-street, Birmingham. 

UXBRIDGE KNITTING CoO. Ltp. Mar. 10. A. C. 
90, Cannon-st. 

H. BLOOMFIELD & Sons Lrp. Mar. 27. 
29, Princess-st., Manchester. 

THe HALL TRADING Co. Lip. 
1, Broad Street-pl. 

London Gazette. —TUESDAY, February 28. 


A. W. RicHarpson & Son, Lrp. March 31. Arthur F. 
Carroll, 16, John Dalton-st., Manchester. 


George W. Radley, | 
Alfred E. Roe, 
Charles T. Appleby, 26, 
Herring, | 
Sydney A. Gradwell, 
London Gazette. 
Savannah Chemical Co. Ltd, 


William Taylor Brierley Ltd. 
Multi Plywood Trading Co. 


Mar. 31. Douglas Johnston, 


Ltd. 
Stringer Produce Co. Ltd. 


WALLISS-HAMMOND Lip. April 10. KR. H. J. 


‘THE CARBURATION (TEMPERATURE CONTROL) Litp, March 31. 
R. Howie Porter, Austin Friars House, E.C. 


Resolutions for Winding-up 
Voluntarily. 


London Gazette —YRiway, February 24. 


Mr. Silas K. Hocking, presiding at the annual meeting of the Divorce 
Law Reform Union, 55, Chancery-lane, last Saturday evening, said that 
they were indebted to the Lord Chancellor and Lord Buckmaster for their 
recent powerful arguments in support of divorce law reform. The case of 
Mrs. Rutherford had hit the public “straight in the eye.” What they 
wanted was members of Parliament who were not afraid of the Bishops or 
of a section of the women—a common sense House of Commons, that would 
see that Lord Buckmaster’s Bill passed into law. Mr. G. H. Morgan, K.C., 
moved, and Mr. E. S. P. Haynes seconded, a resolution deploring “ the 
fact that the Government had refused to grant facilities for a debate on 
Lord Buckmaster’s Bill following its successful passage through the House 
of Lords, and calling upon the Government to bring in a measure forthwith 
which would carry into effect the recommendation of the majority of the 
Royal Commission, now long overdue. This was unanimously carried, 
Mr. Hocking was re-elected president of the Union for the ensuing year. 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 











Date EMERGENCY APPEAL CouRT Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Rova. No. 1. EVE. PETERSON, 
Monday Mar. 6 Mr. More Mr. Hicks Beach Mr. Jolly Mr. More 
Tuesday ...... 7 Jolly Bloxam More Jolly 
Wednesday ... 8 Garrett More Jolly More 
Thursday ..... 9 Synge Jolly More Jolly 
Friday ....... 10 Hicks Beach Garrett Jolly More 
Saturday ..... ll Bloxam Synge More Jolly 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
SARGANT. RUSSELL. ASTBURY. P. O. LAWRENCE, 
Monday Mar. 6 Mr. Garrett Mr. Synge Mr. Hicks Beach Mr. Bloxam 
Tuesday ...... 7 Synge Garrett Bloxam Hicks Beach 
Wednesday ... 8 Garrett Synge Hicks Beach Bloxam 
Thursday Synge Garrett Bloxam Hicks Beach 
Friday ....... Garrett Synge Hicks Beach Bloxam 
Saturday Synge Garrett Bloxam Hicks Beach 





VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—It is very essential that all Policy Holders should 
have a detailed valuation of their effects. Property is fonerally very inadequatel 

insured, and in case of loss insurers suffer accordingly. DEBENHAM STORR & SONS 
(LIMITED), 26, King Street, Covent Garden, W.C.2, the well-known chattel valuers and 
auctioneers (established over 100 years), have a staff of expert Valuers, and will be glad 
to advise those desiring valuations for any purpose. Jewels, plate, furs, furniture, 
works of art, bric-A-brac a speciality.—[ADVT. } 





F’. Mellish (Wisbech) Ltd. 

A. W. Richardson & Son Ltd, 

E. Gore & Co, Ltd, 

Wakelins Ltd, 

Foundry Equipment & 
Pattern Co, Ltd, 

Godbys Ltd, 


H. Gordon Ltd. 

Cook's Garage Ltd. 

Cymric Film Co, Ltd. 

Choritonville Ltd. 

The Internal Combustion 
Engine Cleaning Co. Ltd. 

Praed Road Construction 


Strutt, 90, 


Syndicate Ltd. The Welsh Aviation Co, 
Samuel Scowcroft Ltd. Ltd. 
The “Therm” Gas Burner The Sheba Gold Mining 


Co. Ltd 


Syndicate Ltd. : 
General Oilfields Ltd, 


Zine Oxide Ltd, 


Fire Protection and Engineer- 
ing Co. Ltd. 

Hall & Cavill Ltd. J 

The L. A. Thompson Scenic 
Railway of Blackpool Co. 
Ltd. 

The Purley Motor Garage Ltd. 

L. Pateman & Co, Ltd. 

Underwood & Underwood | 








Bankruptcy Notices. 


RECEIVING ORDERS, 


(London) Ltd. 
The Kennington & South 
London Estates Co. Ltd. 
Tricol Ltd. 
Higson Brothers Ltd, 
J.H. Simms Ltd. 
Ching, Stoppani & Co. Ltd, 
The Miris Stee) Co. Ltd. 
The Miris Steel Co. Ltd. 


TUESDAY, February 28. 


Herbert E. Dakin Ltd. 

Kelbrook Water Co. Ltd. 

Genealogical Publications Ltd. 

The Spon Motor Engincering 
Co. Ltd. 


London Gazette.—FRwAY, February 24. 


ANDERSON, CHARLES W. N., Newport (Mon.). Newport (Mon.), 


Pet. Jan. 2. Ord. Feb. 20. 


BAKER, CHARLES & Co., Walworth. High Court, Pet. 
Jan. 18. Ord. Feb. 21. 

BASKEYFIELD, JOHN, Audiey, Staffs. Hanley. Pet. Feb. 21, 
Ord. Feb. 21. 

BICKLE, RIcHARD, Wellingborough. Northampton. Pet, 
Feb. 21. Ord. Feb. 21. 

BRADLEY, JOHN, Queen Victoria-st. High Court. Pet. 
Feb, 22. Ord. Feb. 22. 


BUCKLE, ArTuur, Brierfield, Lancs. Burnley. Pet. Feb. 21, 
Ord, Feb. 21. 
Burr, H. R., Stroud, Glos, 


Feb. 22. 


Gloucester. Pet. Feb. 10, Ord, 
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HEAD OFFICES: 


161, STRAND, 


LONDON, W.C.2. 


(Adjoining King’s College 
and Somerset House). 


(General Manager - 


| 
| 
Telegrams: 
* LAWGENCY, ESTRAND, 
Lonpoy.” 


Che Law Bigency Limited a 


EDMUND JORDAN). 


THE MOST EXPERIENCED STAFF FOR 


COMPANY REGISTRATION, | 





Telephone: City 4779. 














PROBATE, SEARCHES, &c. 
Exclusive to the Legal Profession, | 


AND AT 


| 

} 

56-62, SOUTH CASTLE 
STREET, 

} 


LIVERPOOL. 
Telephone: BANK 4436. 
SPECIAL INCLUSIVE 

TERMS to London and 
Country Solicitors for 
Printing, Stationery, 
Forms, Drafts, etc. 
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ASSETS £47,000,000. 


PURELY MUTUAL. 


LONDON OFFICE: 





New Ordinary Business for 1921 
Total Ordinary Assurances in Force 


ALL Profits belong to POLICY-HOLDERS. 
EVERY YEAR A BONUS YEAR. 

Cash Surplus (Ordinary Department) divided for 1920, £1,324,000. 

37, THREADNEEDLE STREET, LONDON, E.C. 


W. C. FISHER, MANAGER FOR THE UNITED KINGDOM. 


If you desire the most a Life Assurance Contract it will pay you 
to get a Prospectus from the 


AUSTRALIAN MUTUAL 


PROVIDENT SOCIETY 
A.M.P. 
THE LARGEST BRITISH MUTUAL LIFE OFFICE. 


ANNUAL Ces £6,750,000. 


(1849, 


£9, 855,000. 
- - £130,000,000. 











DRAFT FORMS OF 


Memorandum and Articles 
of Association 


accordance with 
1908-1917, and with the latest decisions of the 
have been used for many years by Counsel and Solicitors, 
end the regulations of thousands isting 


of ex! Companies 
are based upon them. am 
No. 3. —For s Private Company. Eighteenth each 3 6 
No, a.—For a Pubile Company. Twelfth Edition. 
44 


No. 30.—For a pany not for profit, and 
limited by guarantee. Third Edition. 


26 pages 
No, 34.—For a Private ‘Company (adopting 
Table A with modifications). Siz- 


teenth Edition. 16 pages .. ee 

No. oa°-e Lf fe; Cumpaey ye Paid 
Edition. 15 pages .. ee 

THE SOLICITORS’ 

LAW STATIONERY SOCIETY, LTD. 





22, Caancery Lang, W.C.2. 49, BeprorD Row, W.C.1. 
27 & 28, WALBROOK, E.C.4. 45, TOTHILL Street, 5.W.1, 
1b, HANOVER Strest, W.1. 


THE NATIONAL HOSPITAL 


FOR THE 
PARALYSED and EPILEPTIC, 


QUEEN SQUARE, BLOOMSBURY, W.C. 


| 


The largest Hospital of its kind. 
The Charity is forced at present to rely, to some 


extent, upon legacies for maintenance. 


for 


Those desiring to provide Annuities 


relatives or friends are asked to send for particu- 


} lars of the pon Aous CARRYING LIFE 
ANNUITIES FUN 


THE EARL OF RAnpOwnt, Treasurer. 

















WOMAN'S MISSION TO WOMEN. 


The Missionaries visit the Streets, Hospitals, 
Infirmaries, Police Courts, 


&c., seeking to 
save erring women. 

Results most encouraging. 

Funds urgently needed. 


Bankers : 
Messrs. BARCLAYS BANK, LTD., 95, Victoria St., 8.W.1 


Office: 
VICTORIA HOUSE, 117, VICTORIA STREET, 8.W.1. 
Secretary: ARTHUR J. S. MADDISON. 











Langley. Bath. Pet. 


Lambeth. 


MIHnRAN H., Kington 
Ord, Feb. 21. 
Joszru, Waterloo-rd., 
Ord. Feb. 20. 

A., Manchester. 
20. 
Burghill, 


CHIRINIAN, 
Dec. 13. 
CORNBLOOM, 
Pet. Feb. 20. 
Crompron, MATTHEW 
Nov. 10. Ord. Feb. 
DALE, ALFRED J., 
Feb. 22. Ord. Feb. 
DaLy, Percy A., Cambridge. 
. Feb. 20 
DAvirs, Joun, Festiniog. Portmadoc. 
Feb. 22. 
Dennis, HENRY R., and Ospon, Henry T., Seaford. Brighton. 
Pet. Feb. 20. Ord. Feb. 20 
FiercuEr, THOMAS A., Ashton-'n-Makerfield. 
Feb. 22. Ord. Feb” 22. 
FORSTER, TEMPERANCE M., 
Ord. Feb. 20. 
Foskett, Ropert T. 
Pet. Feb, 3. Ord, 
FowLes, Joun W., 
eb. 20. Ord. Feb. 
Cyrit, Old bond: st. 
Feb. 20. 
GORHAM, ALFRED, 
Ord, Feb. 22. 
GREGORY AND CO., 
Ord, Feb. 20. 
GURNELL, JouN, Lincoln. Lincoln. 
Feb. 21. 
HALL, REGINALD W., 
Feb. 7 Ord. Feb. 21 
Hatsreap, Tuomas E 
Pet. Feb.8. Ord, Feb. 2 
Haunts, 8. J., & Co., Mildinay. -pk. 
Ord. Feb. 22. 


High Court. 


Manchester. Pet* 


Hereford. Hereford. Pet. 


Cambridge. Pet. Feb. 20 


Pet. Feb. 22. Ord. 


Wigan. Pet. 


Poole. Poole, Pet. Feb. 20. 


R., Lewisham High-rd. High Court. 


Feb. 20. 


—_ nr. Widnes. Liverpool. Pet. 


High Court. Pet. Jan. 24. 


St. Helens. Liverpool. Pet. Feb, 22. 


Dartford. Rochester. Pet. Feb. 6. 


Pet. Feb. 21. Ord. 


pine, Manchester. 


High Court. 





EVIDENCE 


on behalf of Christianity is provided by the 
CHRISTIAN EVIDENCE SOCIETY 
33 and 34, Craven Street, W.C.2. 


Upwell, Norfolk. King’s Lynn. Pet. | 
Manchester. | 


Pet. Jan. 26, | 
| Smrry, 


HAYES 
Ord. 


HUNTER, RICHARD M., 
Feb. 


JAQUE 


Jan. 
LIDDELL, 


Ord. 
Mawsc 
Nov. 


Maysvry, 
Ord. 


Morais, 
Feb, 


Moscow, 
Ord. 
NEWFELD, 


Pet. 


NORTH, 


Ord. 


POINTON, FRANK, Stoke-on-Trent. 
| Ord. 
| POPPLEWELL, 


Ord. 
REES, 


Ord. 


RoBIN 
| Feb. 


SAUNDERS AND Sons, 


Feb. 
SMITH, 


SMITH, 
Feb, Od 


Feb. 
| STAIT, 
| Feb. 


| STRONGITHARM, yh Walsden. 
Feb. . 

TAYLOR, 
Feb. 

THorr, 
Ord, Feb. 


E., St. High Court. 


Feb. 22. 


George’s-sq. 


Dinas Powis, Glam. Cardiff. 


Manchester. 


6. Ord. Feb. 21 
T, HERBERT E., 
17. Ord. Feb. 20. 
Ropert H., Carlisle. 
Feb. 21. 
»N, OSMAN, ~ 7m gdns., 
ll. Ord. Feb. 15. 
WILLIAM A., Crewe. 
Feb. 18. 
Curistmas H., 
Ord. Feb. 18. 
S, JENKIN, Blaenau 
20. Ord. Feb. 20. 
JOSEPH, Mile End. 


99 


Manchester. 


Carlisle. Pet. 


W.C. High Court. 


Nantwich. Pet. Feb. 18 


Abertillery. Tredegar. Pet. 


Festiniog. Portmadoc. Pet. 


High Court. Pet. Feb. 22. 
Feb. 
PHILLIP, Dean-st., 
Feb. 7. Ord. Feb. 21. 

ALFRED, Blackpool, 
Feb. 17. 


High Court. 
Pet. Dec. 
Pet. Feb, 20. 
Pet. Feb, 22. 
Pet. Feb. 2, 
Pet. 
Pet. 


Ord. Feb. 21. 
Ord. 


Pet. 
Pet. 
Pet. 
Pet, 


21. 


Shaftesbury-av. 


99 


Blackpool. 22. 
Hanley. 
20. 

Harry 8. M., 
Feb. 22. 
WituaM V., 
Feb. 22 
HARRY 
Ord. Feb. 


Feb. 
York, York. 


Liverpool, Liverpool. 
F., 
17. 
Pontyclun, 


Pet. Feb. 21 
Pet. Jan, 21 


eo. Rushden. Northampton, 
1 
Glam. Cardiff. 
1. Ord, Feb. 17. 
ARTHUR, Leeds. 


HENRY, Liverpool. 


Leeds, 
Liverpool. 
| wr « 
Ord. 
coer W., 
2. Ord. 


Botolph, Norfolk. Norwich. 
21. 
Newport (Mon.). 


Burnley. 


. whe patow, Mon. 


Lanes, 

Ord. 
MABEL 
2. Ord, 
JONATHAN, 
21, 


Feb. 21 
L., 
Feb. 20. 
Todmorden. 


21. 
Just-in-Penwith. Truro. 


Burnley. Pet. Feb. 


St. 


Pet. Jan. 27. 
Pet. 
Pet. 
Feb. 21. 
Pet. 


Norfolk. Great Yarmouth, 
Cheltenham, 
Aberdare, 
Feb. 18, 
Pet, 
Pet. Feb, 13, 


Harry, Aldeby, 
20. Ord. Feb. 20 
HERBERT, ‘Ashchurch, 
Ord. Feb. 20. 
WILLIAMS, ANEURIN T., and BEVAN, WILLIAM J., 
Aberdare. Pet. Feb. 10. Ord. Feb. 21. 
WITHERS, ALFRED, Manchester. Salford. 
Ord. Feb. 18. 
Wricut, ARTHUR, West prema. 
Feb. 20. Ord. Feb. 2¢ 
YAGODA, ALTER, ot Ne Manchester. 
Ord. Feb. 22. 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, February 28. 


WEAVERS, 
Pet. Feb. 

WHITCOMBE, 
Pet. Feb. 20. 


Glos. 


Pet. 


West Bromwich. 


Middlesbrough. 
Haverfordwest. 


Birmingham. 


ARTHUR, Dudley. Pet. ¥eb. 23, 


High Court. 


BRICKNELL, FRANCIS ( », Pembroke Dock. Haverfordwest, 
Pet. Feb. 25. Ord. Feb.’35 

CASSIDY, ISOBEL, Middlesbrou h. 
Feb. 23. Ord. Feb. 23. ’ 

CHAPMAN, CHARLES H., New Cleethorpes. Great Grimsby, 
Pet. Feb. 7. Ord. Feb. 24. 

Davies, WILLIAM J., Fishguard. Pet. Feb, 
24. Ord. Feb. 24 

Dopp, CLARENCE, Wolverhampton. Wolverhampton. Pet, 
Feb, 24. Ord. Feb. 24 

ons = HAROLD, Redditch. Pet. Feb. 23. Ord, 
e b 

GIRSH, E ; and .- ' Rupert-st, High Court. Pet. Jan, 
13. Ord. Feb. 2 

Gou GH, WILLIAM, ‘itchelde an, Glos. Gloucester. Pet. Feb, 
25. Ord. Feb. 2 

GREENSITT, Pema and WOODALL, FRANC 18 W., Saltburn, 
Middlesbrough. Pet. Feb. 21, Ord. Feb. 2 

GYNN, oe A., Launceston. Plymouth. Pet. Feb. 23, 
Ord. Feb. 2: 

Horwicu, bane, Birkdale. Liverpool. Pet. Feb. 25. Ord, 

Dudley. Ord. 

Lansenn, "FREDERICK T. G., Walworth. Pet, 
Feb, 24. Ord. Feb. 24 

MacVitiz, EDMUND - Cheltenham. Cheltenham. Pet, 
Feb. 24. Ord. Feb. 24. 

MATHIESON, WILLIAM F., Aldershot. Guildford. Pet. Feb. 23, 
Ord. Feb. 23. 
MILLER, PERCIVAL, Preston, C. C, 8., and Evans, G. A., 
Sutton. High Court. Pet. Feb. 24. Ord. Feb. 24. 
MUDDLE, GEORGE, Bristol. Bristol. Pet. Feb. 23. Om, 
Feb. 23. 

Opy, G. W., Devizes. Bath, Pet. Jan. 2. Ord. Feb. 24. 

OsBorNE, U. A., Norland-sq., W. High Court. Pet. Jan. 23, 
Ord. Feb. 23. 

OvuLTON, RicHarD H. G., Boston Spa, Harrogate. Pet. 
Feb. 8. Ord. Feb. 24. 

Pirrer, WILi1AM T., West End, South- 
ampton. Pet. Feb. 23. Ord. Feb. 2 

PLUMMER, Epausp W., Caterham. itigh Court. Pet. Feb. 24 
Ord, Feb, 2 , 

PRIOR, ar J., and Prior, Carotine E., Parkstone. 
Poole. Pet. Feb. 23, Ord. Feb, 23. 

PRIsK, THOMAS, Helston. Truro. Pet. Feb. 24. Ord. Feb. 24. 

REID, —_ Queen’ s-gte. High Court. Pet. Feb. 1. Ord. 
Feb. 2 

me 1 ALLEN, Ws Beene, Mayfair. High Court, 
Pet. Jan. 26. Ord. Feb 

Ross, FREDERICK, Brixton- hill, High Court. Pet. Feb. 23, 
Ord. Feb. 23. 

Rows, Captain L. 8. F., Hans-cresoent. High Court. Pet. 
Jan. 13. Ord. Feb, 23. 

sameoe, & Isapor, Sloane-st. High Court. Pet. Jan. 18. Ord. 

:, LESTER, Hampstead. High Court. Pet. Dec. 13, 
eb. 9. 

SCARL ETT, WALTER, Kirton, near Newark. Nottingham. 

Pet. Jan. 17. Ord. Feb. 2: 


SMITH, Sees H., Pan ng Burnley. Pet. Feb. 10, Ord, 


Feb. 2 
SMITH, Mane ARET, Stepney. High Court. Pet. Feb. 23. 
23. 


_ hampton. 


oo 
—_ 


25. 
23, 


24, 
238, 





Ord. ». 23. 

ournere, one 3 , Coventry-st. High Court. Pet. Feb. 
Ord. Feb. 23. ‘ 

SOUTHWELL, LUKE, Haslingden. Blackburn. Pet. Feb. 24, 
Ord. Feb. 24. - 

TYNAN, DENNIS, Saddleworth. Oldham. Pet. Feb. 
Ord. Feb. 22. 

VALERIANOS, aaa, Bayswater. High Court. Pet. Jan. 
Ord. Feb. 2 

VASEY, ELIZA, hase. Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Pet. Feb. 
Ord. Feb. 23. f 

WakD, LEesLir, Exeter. Exeter. Pet. Feb. 10. Ord. Feb. 

Wuyton, W. H., Bermondsey. High Court. Pet. Jan. 
Ord. Feb. 23. ‘ 

WiErns, W. L., Henrietta-st., W.C. High Court. Pet. 
Oct. 14. Ord. Feb. 22. 

Wengen, Manne, Blackpool, Manchester. Pet. Feb. 24, 
Ord. Feb. 2 

WILSON, Warrer E., Elland. Halifax. Pet, Feb. 23, Ord. 
Feb. 23. 

Wisk, Joserpu R., Kingston-upon- -Hull. Kingston-upon- 
lull. Pet. Feb. 23. Ord. Feb. 23 x : 
WITHINGTON, RICHARD A., Lower . near Wigan. Wigan. 

Pet. Feb. 20. Ord. Feb. 25. 
WROUGHTON, ARTHUR C., Wincanton. Yeovil. Pet. Jan. 19. 
Ord. Feb. 23. s 
YounG, Jamus, Redhill. Croydon. Pet. Jan. 5. Ord. Feb. 21. 
Amended Notice substituted for that peeeat in the 
London Gazette of February 7 
Rvusson, WILLIAM C., Aberystwyth. Birmingham. Pet. 
Jan. 5. Ord, Feb. 3. 
I" is very important that one’s Keys should 
be registered by a reliable Company. You 
should ring up 1445 Clerkenwell to-day, and ask 
the British Key Registry about it or write 
London Office, 64, Finsbury Pavement, E.C.2. 
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